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DEPOSITED BY THE 
UNITES StAtées OF AMER 


[No. 86] 


H. R. 12360, TO AUTHORIZE CERTAIN CONSTRUCTION AT MILITARY 
INSTALLATIONS, AND FOR OTHER PURPOSES 


House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
CoMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, 
Washington, D. C., Thursday, May 22, 1958. 


The committee met at 10 a. m., Hon. Carl Vinson, chairman, 
presiding. 

The Cuatrman. Let the committee come to order. 

Members of the Committee, we are meeting this morning for con- 
sideration of H. R. 12360. 

The bill is as follows: 


[H. R. 12360, 85th Cong., 2d sess.] 
A BILL To authorize certain construction at military installations, and for other purposes 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United 
States of America in Congress assembled, 


TITLE I 


Sec. 101. The Secretary of the Army may establish or develop military in- 
stallations and facilities by acquiring, constructing, converting, rehabilitating, or 
installing permanent or temporary public works, including site preparation, 
appurtenances, utilities, and equipment, for the following projects : 


INSIDE THE UNITED STATES 


TECHNICAL SERVICES FACILITIES 


(Ordnance Corps) 


Aberdeen Proving Ground, Maryland: Troop housing, and utilities, $2,697,000. 

Detroit Arsenal, Michigan: Administrative facilities, $5,666,000. 

Redstone Arsenal, Alabama: Administrative facilities, troop housing, and 
utilities, $8,529,000. 

Rock Island Arsenal, Illinois: Operational and training facilities, $570,000. 

White Sands Proving Ground, New Mexico: Operational and training facilities, 
research, development and test facilities, medical facilities, troop housing, and 
community facilities, $7,931,000. 


(Qrartermaster Corps) 
Fort Lee, Virginia: Operational and training facilities, and troop housing, 
$4,630,000. 
(Chemical Corps) 
Army Chemical Center, Maryland: Troop housing, and utilities, $2,051,000. 
Fort Detrick, Maryland: Research, development, and test facilities, and troop 
housing $1,077,000. 


Dugway Proving Ground, Utah: Research, development, and test facilities, 
$250,000. 


(Signal Corps) 
Fort Huachuca, Arizona: Maintenance facilities, administrative facilities, 
troop housing, operational and training facilities, and utilities, $3,598,000. 
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(Corps of Engineers) 
Army Map Service, Maryland: Operational and training facilities, $1,913,000. 
(Transportation Corps) 


Fort Eustis, Virginia: Operational and _ training facilities, administrative 
facilities, troop housing, and utilities, $3,634,000. 


(Medical Corps) 
Fitzsimons Army Hospital, Colorado: Troop housing, $862,000. 


FIELD FORCES FACILITIES 
(First Army Area) 


Fort Devens, Massachusetts: Operational and training facilities, $171,000. 
Fort Dix, New Jersey : Troop housing and utilities, $3,749,000. 


(Second Army Area) 


Carlisle Barracks, Pennsylvania: Hospital facilities, family housing, and real 
estate, $2,274,000. 

Fort Knox, Kentucky: Operational and training facilities, and utilities, 
516,000. 

Fort Meade, Maryland: Operational and training facilities, $498,000. 

Fort Ritchie, Maryland: Supply facilities, $43,000. 


(Third Army Area) 


Fort Benning, Georgia’: Operational and training facilities, maintenance fa- 
cilities, administrative facilities, troop housing, and family housing, $4,189,000. 

Fort Bragg, North Carolina: Operational and training facilities, and main- 
tenance facilities, $1,122,000. 

Fort Campbell, Kentucky: Operational and training facilities, maintenance 
facilities, medical facilities, and administrative facilities, $847,000. 

Fort McClellan, Alabama: Operational and training facilities, and hospital 
facilities, $3,505,000. 

Fort Rucker, Alabama: Operational and training facilities, maintenance fa- 
cilities, administrative facilities, troop housing, and utilities, $2,826,000. 


(Fourth Army Area) 


Fort Bliss, Texas: Operational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, 
troop housing, and utilities, $13,734,000. 

Fort Hood, Texas: Operational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, 
supply facilities, administrative facilities, troop housing, and utilities, $6,984,000. 

Fort Sill, Oklahoma: Operational and training facilities, maintenance fa- 
cilities, administrative facilities, and utilities, $3,227,000. 


(Fifth Army Area) 


Fort Benjamin Harrison, Indiana: Troop housing, and family housing, 
$783,000. 
Fort Leavenworth, Kansas: Operational and training facilities, and troop 
housing, $1,076,000. 
Fort Riley, Kansas: Operational and training facilities, and utilities, $1,- 
084,000. 
(Sixth Army Area) 


Baywood Park, California : Real estate, $144,000. 

Camp Desert Rock, Nevada: Maintenance facilities, troop housing, and 
utilities, $2,892,000. 

Fort Lewis, Washington: Operational and training facilities, and maintenance 
facilities, $1,085,000. 

Fort Ord, California: Operational and training facilities, maintenance fa- 
cilities, supply facilities, troop housing, community facilities, and utilities, 
$4,733,000. 

Yuma Test Station, Arizona: Operational and training facilities, $173,000. 
(Military Academy ) 

United States Military Academy, West Point, New York: Troop housing, 
medical facilities, and community facilities, $5,844,000. 
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(Armed Forces Special Weapons) 


Various locations: Maintenance facilities, community facilities, and utilities, 


$273,000. 
(Tactical Installations Support Facilities) 


Various locations : Maintenance facilities, $6,311,000. 
OUTSIDE CONTINENTAL UNITED STATES 


(Alaskan Area) 


Eielson Air Force Base: Operational and training facilities, $222,000. 
Fairbanks Permafrost Research Area : Real estate, $7,000. 


(Pacific Command Area) 


Kawaihae Harbor, Hawaii: Operational and training facilities, $240,000. 

Schofield Barracks, Hawaii: Troop housing, $593,000. 

Fort Shafter, Hawaii: Supply facilities, maintenance facilities, family hous- 
ing, and community facilities, $2,925,000. 

Korea: Operational and training facilities, supply facilities, and utilities, 


$904,000. 
(Caribbean Command Area) 


Fort Gulick, Canal Zone: Maintenance facilities, $462,000. 


(United States Army, Europe) 


France: Operational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, medical 
facilities, administrative facilities, supply facilities, and utilities and ground im- 
provements $4,063,000. 

Sec. 102. The Secretary of the Army may establish or develop classified mili- 
tary installations and facilities by acquiring, constructing, converting, rehabili- 
tating, or installing permanent or temporary public works, including land acqui- 
sition, site preparation, appurtenances, utilities, and equipment, in the total 
amount of $201,121,000. 

Sec. 103. The Secretary of the Army may establish or develop Army installa- 
tions and facilities by proceeding. with construction made necessary by changes 
in Army missions, new weapons developments, new unforseen research and 
development requirements, or improved production schedules, if the Secretary of 
Defense determines that deferral of such construction for inclusion in the next 
military construction authorization Act would be inconsistent with interests of 
national security, and in connection therewith to acquire, construct, convert, 
rehabilitate, or install permanent or temporary public works, including land 
acquisition, site preparation, appurtenances, utilities, and equipment, in the 
total amount of $25,000,000: Provided, That the Secretary of the Army, or his 
designee, shall notify the Committees on Armed Services of the Senate and House 
of Representatives immediately upon reaching a final decision to implement, of 
the cost of construction of any public work undertaken under this section, in- 
cluding those real estate actions pertaining thereto. 

Sec. 104, (a) In accordance with the provisions of section 407 of the Act of 
September 1, 1954, (68 Stat. 1119, 1125), as amended, the Secretary of the Army 
is authorized to construct, or acquire by lease or otherwise, family housing for 
occupancy as public quarters at the following locations by utilizing foreign cur- 
rencies acquired pursuant to the provisions of the Agricultural Trade Develop- 
ment and Assistance Act of 1954 (68 Stat. 454) or through other commodity 
transactions of the Commodity Credit Corporation: 

Various locations, France, 298 units. 

Vicenza, Italy, 371 units. 

Army Security Agency, location 13, 91 units. 

Gateway Communications Station, 174 units. 

(b) In accordance with the provisions of title IV of the Housing Amendments 
of 1955 (69 Stat. 646), as amended, the Secretary of the Army is authorized to con- 
struct family housing for occupancy as public quarters at the following locations : 


INSIDE THE UNITED STATES 


Redstone Arsenal, Alabama, 316 units. 
Seneca Ordnance Depot, New York, 120 units. 


-- 


White Sands Proving Ground, New Mexico, 275 units. 
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Fort Monmouth, New Jersey, 130 units. 

Fort Lee, Virginia, 435 units. 

Natick R&E, Massachusetts, 35 units. 

Fort Belvoir, Virginia, 618 units. 

Two Rock Ranch Station, California, 25 units. 
Dugway Proving Ground, Utah, 50 units. 
Beaumont Army Hospital, Texas, 125 units. 
Fort Dix, New Jersey, 702 units. 

Fort Totten, New York, 130 units. 

Fort Bragg, North Carolina, 367 units. 

Fort Campbell, Kentucky, 837 units. 

Granite City Engineer Depot, Illinois, 65 units. 
Fort Rucker, Alabama, 400 units. 

Fort Carson, Colorado, 200 units. 

Fort Stewart, Georgia, 73 units. 

Fort Bliss, Texas, 410 units. 

Fort Hood, Texas, 500 units. 

Fort Sam Houston, Texas, 183 units. 

Fort Sill, Oklahoma, 349 units. 

Fort Leonard Wood, Missouri, 700 units. 

Fort Leavenworth, Kansas, 200 units. 

Fort Sheridan, Illinois, 50 units. 

Forts Baker and Barry, California, 98 units. 
Oakland Army Terminal, California, 88 units. 
Fort Lewis, Washington, 1,231 units. 

Branch United States Disciplinary Barracks, California, 160 units. 
United States Military Academy, New York, 156 units. 
Bossier Base, Louisiana, 200 units. 

Fort Eustis, Virginia, 223 units. 

Medina Base, Texas, 125 units. 

Sandia Base, New Mexico, 213 units. 

Army Air Defense Command Stations, 492 units. 


OUTSIDE THE UNITED STATES 


Canal Zone, 330 units. 

Schofield Barracks, Hawaii, 385 units. 

Fort Shafter, Hawaii, 481 units. 

Sec. 105. (a) Public Law 209, Eighty-third Congress, as amended, is amended 
under the heading “CoNTINENTAL UNITED States” in section 101 as follows: 

Under the subheading “TECHNICAL SERVICE FACILITIES (Ordnance Corps)”, with 
respect to Pueblo Ordnance Depot, Colorado, strike out “$563,000” and insert in 
place thereof “$600,000”. 

(b) Public Law 209, Eighty-third Congress, as amended, is amended by strik- 
ing out in clause (1) of section 502 the amounts “$44,407,000” and “$134,075,000” 
and inserting in place thereof “$44,444,000” and “$134,112,000”, respectively. 

Src. 106. (a) Public Law 161, Eighty-fourth Congress, as amended, is amended 
under the heading “CoNTINENTAL UNITED STATES” in section 101, as follows: 

(1) Under the subheading “TECHNICAL SERVICES FACILITIES (Ordnance Corps)”, 
with respect to Redstone Arsenal, Alabama, strike out “$2,865,000” and insert in 
place thereof “$4,180,000”. 

(2) Under the subheading “TECHNICAL SERVICES FACILITIES (Signal Corps)” 
with respect to Fort Monmouth, New Jersey, strike out “$615,000” and insert in 
place thereof “$731,000” ; and with respect to Vint Hill Farms Station, Virginia, 
strike out “$695,000” and insert in place thereof “$1,022,000”. 

(3) Under the subheading “TECHNICAL SERVICES FACILITIES (Corps of Engi- 
neers)”, with respect to Granite City Engineer Depot, Illinois, strike out $1,822,- 
000” and insert in place thereof “$2,815,000”. 

(4) Under the subheading “TECHNICAL SERVICES FACILITIES (Medical Corps)”, 
with respect to Walter Reed Army Medical Center, District of Columbia, strike 
out “$4,472,000” and insert in place thereof “$6,714,000”. 

(5) Under the subheading “rre_p FoRCES FACILITIES (Second Army Area)”, 
with respect to Fort George G. Meade, Maryland, strike out “$923,000” and insert 
in place thereof “$1,264,000”. 

(6) Under the subheading “FIELD FORCES FACILITIES (Fourth Army Area)”, 
with respect to Fort Bliss, Texas, strike out “$4,645,000” and insert in place 
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thereof “$4,965,000” ; and with respect to Fort Sill, Oklahoma, strike out “$3,053,- 
000” and insert in place thereof “$3,454,000”. 

(7) Under the subheading “FIELD Forces FACILITIES (Sixth Army Area)”, with 
respect to Fort Ord, California, strike out “$1,407,000” and insert in place thereof 
“$1,742,000”. 

(8) Under the subheading “FreLD Forces FACILITIES (Military Academy)”, 
with respect to the United States Military Academy, New York, strike out 
“$756,000” and insert in place thereof “$1,171,000”. 

(b) Public Law 161, Eighty-fourth Congress, as amended, is amended by strik- 
ing out in clause (1) of section 502 the amounts “$237,320,000” and “$546,387,000” 
and inserting in place thereof “$244,125,000” and “$553,192,000”, respectively. 

Sec. 107. (a) Public Law 968, Eighty-fourth Congress, as amended, is amended 
under the heading “INSIDE THE UNITED STATES” in section 101 as follows: 

(1) Under the subheading “TECHNICAL SERVICES FACILITIES (Ordnance Corps)”, 
with respect to White Sands Proving Ground, New Mexico, strike out “$693,000” 
and insert in place thereof “$735,000”. 

(2) Under the subheading “TECHNICAL SERVICES FACILITIES (Chemical Corps)”, 
with respect to Camp Detrick, Maryland, strike out “$913,000” and insert in place 
thereof “$1,074,000” ; and with respect to Dugway Proving Ground, Utah, strike 
out “$867,000” and insert in place thereof “$1,044,000”. 

(3) Under the subheading “TECHNICAL SERVICES FACILITIES (Signal Corps)”, 
with respect to Fort Huachuea, Arizona, strike out “$6,856,000” and insert in 
place thereof “$7,576,000”. 

(4) Under the subheading “TECHNICAL SERVICES FACILITIES (Corps of Engi- 
neers)”, with respect to Fort Belvoir, Virginia, strike out “$492,000” and insert 
in place thereof “$940,000”. 

(5) Under the subheading “TECHNICAL SERVICES FACILITIES (Transportation 
Corps)”, with respect to Fort Eustis, Virginia, strike out “$1,231,000” and insert 
in place thereof “$1,436,000”. 

(6) Under the subheading “FIELD FORCES FACILITIES (First Army Area)’’, with 
respect to Fort Dix, New Jersey, strike out “$54,000” and insert in place thereof 
“$68,000”. 

(7) Under the subheading “FIELD FoRCES FACILITIES (Second Army Area)”, 
with respect to Fort George G. Meade, Maryland, strike out “$5,885,000” and in- 
sert in place thereof “$7,695,000”. 

(8) Under the subheading “FIELD FORCES FACILITIES (Third Army Area),” with 
respect to Fort Benning, Georgia, strike out ‘$422,000” and insert in place 
thereof “$616,000”; and with respect to Fort McClellan, Alabama, strike out 
“$397,000” and insert in place thereof ‘$527,000’. 

(9) Under the subheading “FIELD FORCES FACILITIES (Fourth Army Area)”, 
with respect to Fort Hood, Texas, strike out “$2,457,000” and insert in place 
thereof “‘$2,846,000”. 

(10) Under the subheading “FreLtp Forces FacrLitirs (Fifth Army Area)”, 
with respect to Fort Riley, Kansas, strike out “$1,519,000” and insert in place 
thereof ‘$1,892,000’. 

(11) Under the subheading “FIELD FORCES FACILITIES (Sixth Army Area)”, 
with respect to Fort Lewis, Washington, strike out ‘$3,022,000” and insert in 
place thereof “$3,596,000” ; and with respect to Fort Ord, California, strike out 
“$223,000” and insert in place thereof “$319,000”. 

(b) Public Law 968, Eighty-fourth Congress, as amended, is amended under 
the heading “OursipeE THE UNrTep States” in section 101, as follows: 

Under the subheading “(Alaskan Area)”, with respect to Wildwood Station 
(Kenai), strike out “$352,000” and insert in place thereof “$516,000”. 

(c) Public Law 968, Eighty-fourth Congress, as amended, is amended by 
striking out in clause (1) of section 402 the amounts “$95,010,000”, “$35,763,000”, 
and “$334,104,000”" and inserting in place thereof “$100,548,000", “$35,927,000”, 
and “$339,601,000", respectively. 

Sec. 108. (a) Public Law 85-241, Eighty-fifty Congress, is amended under 
the heading “INSIDE THE UNITED STATES” in section 101 as follows: 

Under the subheading “TECHNICAL SERVICES FACILITIES (Corps of Engineers)” 
with respect to Cold Regions Laboratory, Hanover, New Hampshire, strike out 
“$2,496,000” and insert in place thereof “$3,787,000”. 

(b) Public Law 85-241, Bighty-fifth Congress, is amended by striking out 
in clause (1) of section 502 the amounts ‘$115,624,000” and “$293,103,000” and 
inserting in place thereof “$116,915,000" and ‘$294,394,000”. 
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TITLE II 


Sec. 201. The Secretary of the Navy may establish or develop military in- 
stallations and facilities by acquiring, constructing, converting, rehabilitating, 
or installing permanent or temporary public works, including site preparation, 
appurtenances, utilities, and equipment for the following projects: 


INSIDE THE UNITED STATES 
SHIPYARD FACILITIES 


Naval Facility, Cape May, New Jersey: Operational and training facilities, 
$141,000. 

Naval Shipyard, Long Beach, California: Operational and training facilities, 
$500,000. 

Naval Submarine Base, New London, Connecticut: Operational and training 
facilities, $2,247,000. 

Naval Shipyard, San Francisco, California: Operational and training facilities, 
$766,000. 

FLEET BASE FACILITIES 


Naval Station, Newport, Rhode Island: Troop housing, and community facil- 
ities, $1,709,000. 
Naval Base, Norfolk, Virginia: Operational and training facilities, $2,546,000. 


AVIATION FACILITIES 


(Naval Air Training Stations) 


Naval Auxiliary Air Station, Meridian, Mississippi: Operational and training 
facilities, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, medical facilities, troop 
housing, community facilities, and utilities and ground improvements, $14,940,000. 

Naval Auxiliary Air Station, Whiting Field, Florida: Operational and training 
facilities, utilities and ground improvements, and real estate, $4,679,000. 


(Fleet Support Air Stations) 


Naval Air Station, Alameda, California: Operational and training facilities, 
$114,000. 

Naval Air Station, Cecil Field, Florida: Maintenance facilities, $1,252,000. 

Naval Auxiliary Landing Field, Crows Landing, California: Operational and 
training facilities, $47,000. 

Naval Auxiliary Air Station, Fallon, Nevada: Operational and training 
facilities, $80,000. 

Naval Auxiliary Landing Field, Fentress, Virginia: Operational and training 
facilities, $142,000. 

Naval Seaplane Facility, Harvey Point North Carolina: Operational and 
training facilities, maintenance facilities, medical facilities, troop housing, ad- 
ministrative facilities, and utilities and ground improvements, $11,215,000. 

Naval Air Station, Jacksonville, Florida: Operational and training facilities, 
$74,000. 

Naval Air Station, Lemoore, California: Operational and training facilities, 
troop housing, community facilities, administrative facilities, supply facilities, 
and utilities and ground improvements, $15,823,000. 

Naval Auxiliary Air Station, Mayport, Florida: Operational and training 
facilities, supply facilities, community facilities, utilities, and real estate, 
$9,892,000. 

Naval Outlying Field, Whitehouse Field, Florida: Operational and training 
facilities, $142,000. 

(Marine Corps Air Stations) 

Marine Corps Auxiliary Air Station, Beaufort, South Carolina: Operational 
and training facilities and real estate, $4,352,000. 

Marine Corps Air Station, Cherry Point, North Carolina: Operational and 
training facilities, and supply facilities, $1,067,000. 

Marine Corps Air Facility, New River, North Carolina: Operational and 
training facilities, $1,003,000. 

Marine Corps Air Facility, Santa Ana, California: Operational and training 
facilities, $2,158,000. 
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(Special Purpose Air Stations) 


Naval Air Facility, Andrews Air Force Base, Camp Springs, Maryland: 
Operational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, 
administrative facilities, troop housing, and operational and training facilities 
and real estate at the Naval Auxiliary Landing Field, Webster Field, Maryland 
$18,521,000. 

Naval Air Missile Test Center, Point Mugu, California: Operational and train- 
ing facilities, maintenance facilities, research, development and test facilities, 
supply facilities, and troop housing (including operational and training facilities 
and troop housing on San Nicolas Island; and maintenance facilities, research, 
development and test facilities, supply facilities, troop housing, and utilities 
and ground improvements at Camp Cooke), $13,841,000. 


SUPPLY FACILITIES 


Naval Supply Depot, Newport, Rhode Island: Utilities, $2,210,000. 
Naval Supply Center, Norfolk, Virginia: Administrative facilities, $128,000. 
Naval Supply Center, Oakland, California: Administrative facilities, $146,000. 


MARINE CORPS FACILITIES 


Marine Corps Supply Center, Barstow, California: Operational and training 
facilities, $280,000. 

Marine Corps Recruit Depot, Parris Island, South Carolina: Utilities, $462,000. 

Marine Corps Base, Camp Pendleton, California: Operational and training 
facilities, maintenance facilities, troop housing, and utilities, $5,138,000. 

Marine Corps Schools, Quantico, Virginia: Operational and training facilities, 
$168,000. 

Marine Corps Recruit Depot, San Diego, California: Utilities, $206,000. 

Marine Corps Base, Twentynine Palms, California: Maintenance facilities, 
$241,000. 

ORDNANCE FACILITIES 


Naval Ammunition Depot, Bangor, Washington: Maintenance facilities, 


$86,000. 
Naval Ordnance Test Station, China Lake, California: Supply facilities, 
$129,000. 


Naval Ammunition Depot, Concord, California: Maintenance facilities, 
$2,517,000. 

Naval Ordnance Laboratory, Corona, California: Research, development, and 
test facilities, $510,000. 

Naval Proving Ground, Dahlgren, Virginia: Research, development, and test 
facilities, $44,000. 

Naval Ammunition Depot, Hingham, Massachusetts: Maintenance facilities, 
$694,000. 

Naval Ordnance Laboratory, White Oak, Maryland: Research, development, 
and test facilities, $601,000. 


SERVICE SCHOOL FACILITIES 


Naval Academy, Annapolis, Maryland: Troop housing, $14,200,000. 

Fleet Air Defense Training Center, Dam Neck, Virginia: Operational and 
training facilities, $1,184,000. 

Naval Receiving Station, District of Columbia: Operational facilities, $650,000. 

Naval Training Center, Great Lakes, Lllinois: Operational and training 
facilities, $1,368,000. 

Naval War College, Newport, Rhode Island: Operational and training facili- 
ties, $273,000. 

Armed Forces Staff College, Norfolk, Virginia: Operational and training 
facilities, $4,643,000. 

Naval Training Center, San Diego, California: Operational and training 
facilities, $4,199,000. 

MEDICAL FACILITIES 


National Naval Medical Center, Bethesda, Maryland: Hospital and medical 
facilities, $8,503,000. 
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COMMUNICATION FACILITIES 


Naval Radio Station, Washington County, Maine: Operational and training 
facilities, and utilities and ground improvements, $38,654,000. 


OFFICE OF NAVAL RESEARCH FACILITIES 


Naval Research Laboratory, District of Columbia: Research, development, 
and test facilities, $192,000. 


OUTSIDE THE UNITED STATES 
SHIPYARD FACILITIES 


Naval Submarine Base, Pearl Harbor, Oahu, Territory of Hawaii: Operational 
and training facilities, $159,000. 


AVIATION FACILITIES 


Naval Air Station, Agana, Mariana Islands: Operational and training facili- 
ties, and real estate, $4,414,000. 

Naval Station, Bermuda, British West Indies; Operational and training facili- 
ties, $683,000. 

Naval Air Station, Ford Island, Territory of Hawaii: Operational and train- 
ing facilities, $1,271,000. 

Naval Air Facility, Naha, Okinawa: Supply facilities, $165, ; 

Naval Station, Roosevelt Roads, Puerto Rico: Operational and training facili- 
ties, $3,824,000. 


SUPPLY FACILITIES 
Naval Supply Depot, Guam, Mariana Islands: Supply facilities, $3,060,000. 
COMMUNICATION FACILITIES 


Naval Communication Unit Number Three, Asmara, Eritrea: Operational and 
training facilities, $1,180,000. 

Naval Radio Facility, Port Lyautey, Morocco: Operational and training facili- 
ties, $519,000. 

Naval Radio Facility, Londonderry, North Ireland: Operational and training 
facilities, $219,000. 


YARDS AND DOCKS FACILITIES 


Public Works Center, Guantanamo Bay, Cuba: Utilities, $890,000. 

SEc. 202. The Secretary of the Navy may establish or develop classified naval 
installations and facilities by acquiring, constructing, converting, rehabilitating, 
or installing permanent or temporary public works, including land acquisition, 
site preparation, appurtenances, utilities, and equipment in the total amount 
of $65,001,000. 

Src. 203. The Secretary of the Navy may establish or develop naval instal- 
lations and facilities by proceeding with construction made necessary by changes 
in Navy missions, new weapons developments, new and unforeseen research 
and development requirements, or improved production schedules, if the 
Secretary of Defense determines that deferral of such construction for inclusion 
in the next military construction authorization Act would be inconsistent with 
interests of national security, and in connection therewith to acquire, construct, 
convert, rehabilitate, or install permanent or temporary public works, includ- 
ing land acquisition, site preparation, appurtenances, utilities, and equipment, 
in the total amount of $25,000,000: Provided, That the Secretary of the Navy, 
or his designee, shall notify the Committees on Armed Services of the Senate 
and House of Representatives immediately upon reaching a final decision to 
implement, of the cost of construction of any public work undertaken under 
this section, including those real estate actions pertaining thereto. 

Sec. 204. (a) In accordance with the provisions of section 407 of the Act 
of September 1, 1954 (68 Stat. 1119, 1125), as amended, the Secretary of the 
Navy is authorized to construct, or acquire by lease or otherwise, family hous- 
ing for occupancy as public quarters at the following locations by utilizing 
foreign currencies acquired pursuant to the provisions of the Agricultural 
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Trade Development and Assistance Act of 1954 (68 Stat. 454) or through other 
commodity transactions of the Commodity Credit Corporation: 

Naval Magazine, Cartagena, Spain, 46 units. 

Naval Magazine, E) ¥errol, Spain, 45 units. 

Naval Air Station, Port Lyautey, Morocco, 330 units. 

Naval Air Facility, Sigonella, Italy, 122 units. 

(b) In accordance with the provisions of title IV of the Housing Amend- 
ments of 1955 (69 Stat. 646), as amended, the Secretary of the Navy is author- 
ized to construct family housing for occupancy as public quarters at the follow- 
ing locations : 

INSIDE THE UNITED STATES 


Naval Air Station, Brunswick, Maine, 277 units. 

Marine Corps Base, Camp Lejeune, North Carolina, 800 units. 

Naval Facility, Cape Hatteras, North Carolina, 27 units. 

Naval Facility, Centerville, California, 24 units. 

Naval Auxiliary Air Station, Chase Field, Texas, 225 units. 

Marine Corps Air Station, Cherry Point, North Carolina, 849 units. 
Naval Facility, Coos Head, Oregon, 24 units. 

Naval Training Center, Great Lakes, Illinois, 425 units. 

Naval Air Station, Lemoore, California, 800 units. 

Naval Facility, Nantucket, Massachusetts, 19 units. 

Naval Submarine Base, New London, Connecticut, 500 units. 

Naval Facility, Pacific Beach, Washington, 80 units. 

Naval Facility, Point Sur, California, 24 units. 

Naval Air Station, Whidbey Island, Washington, 550 units. 

Naval Ordnance Missile Test Facility, White Sands Proving Grounds. 
New Mexico, 51 units. 

Naval Radio Station, Winter Harbor, Maine, 20 units. 


OUTSIDE OF THE UNITED STATES 


Naval Air Station, Barber’s Point, Oahu, Territory of Hawaii, 1,140 units. 

Fleet Marine Force, Pacific, Headquarters, Camp H. M. Smith, Oahu, Terri- 
tory of Hawaii, 168 units. 

Naval Station, Guam, Mariana Islands, 220 units. 

Marine Corps Air Station, Kaneohe Bay, Oahu, Territory of Hawaii, 650 
units. 

Naval) Ammunition Depot, Oahu, Territory of Hawaii, 114 units. 

Naval Station, Pearl Harbor, Oahu, Territory of Hawaii, 650 units. 

Naval Station, Roosevelt Roads, Puerto Rico, 676 units. 

Sec. 205. (a) Public Law 534, Kighty-second Congress, as amended, is amended 
under the heading “CONTINENTAL UNITED STATES” in section 201 as follows: 

Under the subheading “MEDICAL FACILITIES”, with respect to the Naval Hos- 
pital, Norfolk, Virginia, area, strike out “$12,815,000” and insert in place 
thereof “$13,979,000”. 

(b) Public Law 534, Bighty-second Congress, as amended, is amended by 
striking out in clause (2) of section 402 the amounts “$139,143,000”" and 
“$266,927,000”, and inserting respectively in place thereof ‘$140,307,000”, and 
“$268,091 re 

Sec. 206. (a) Public Law 534, Eighty-third Congress, as amended, is amended 
by striking out in section 202, “$70,656,000”, and inserting in place thereof 
“$72,785,000”. 

(b) Public Law 534, Eighty-third Congress, as amended, is amended by strik- 
ing out in clause (2) of section 502 the amounts “$70,656,000”, and ‘“$210,704,000” 
and inserting respectively in place thereof “$72,785,000”, and “$212,833,000”. 

Sec. 207. (a) Public Law 161, Eighty-fourth Congress, as amended, is amended 
under the heading “CONTINENTAL UNITED STATES” in section 201 as follows: 

(1) Under the subheading “MARINE CoRPS FACILITIES’, with respect to the 
Marine Corps Base, Camp Pendleton, California, strike out “$648,000” and insert 
in place thereof “$778,000”. 

(2) Under the subheading “orDNANCE FACILITIES”, with respect to the Naval 
Underwater Ordnance Station, Newport, Rhode Island, strike out “$370, 000” and 
insert in place thereof “$411,000”. 

(b) Public Law 161, Eighty-fourth Congress, as amended, is amended under 
the heading “OUTSIDE CONTINENTAL UNITED STATES” in section 201, as follows: 
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Under subheading “AVIATION FACILITIES”, with respect to the Naval Air Station, 
Agana, Guam, Mariana Islands, by striking out “$6,525,000” and inserting in 
place thereof “$9,063,000” and with respect to the Naval Station Argentia, New- 
foundland, by striking out “$8,589,800” and inserting in place thereof “$9,089,800”. 

(c) Public Law 161, Eighty-fourth Congress, as amended, is amended by strik- 
ing out in clause (2) of section 502 the amounts “$309,463,600”, “$108,365,000”’, 
and “$575,592,300”" and inserting respectively in place thereof ‘“$308,634,600”, 
“$111,408,300”, and “$578,801,300”. 

Sec. 208. (a) Public Law 968, Bighty-fourth Congress, as amended is amended 
under the heading “INsIDE THE UNITED States” in section 201, as follows: 

(1) Under the subheading “FLEET BASE FACILITIES’, with respect to the Naval 
Station, Newport, Rhode Island, strike out “$11,672,000” and insert in place 
thereof “$14,601,000”. 

(2) Under the subheading “AvIATION FACILITIES (Naval Air Training Sta- 
tions)”, with respect to the Naval Auxiliary Air Station, Chase Field, Texas, 
strike out “$2,247,000” and insert in place thereof “$2,569,000” ; and with respect 
to the Naval Auxiliary Air Station, Meridian, Mississippi, strike out “$8,231,000” 
and insert in place thereof “$9,141,000”. 

(3) Under the subheading “AVIATION FACILITIES (Marine Corps Air Stations)” 
with respect to the Marine Corps Air Station, Cherry Point, North Carolina, 
strike out “$170,000” and insert in place thereof ‘$273,000’. 

(4) Under the subheading “‘seRVICE SCHOOL FACILITIES”, with respect to the 
Fleet Air Defense Training Center, Dam Neck, Virginia, strike out ‘$237,000” 
and insert in place thereof “$300,000”, and with respect to the Naval Training 
Center, Great Lakes, Illinois, strike out “$8,413,000” and insert in place thereof 
“$10,613,000”. 

(5) Under the subheading “MEDICAL FACILITIES”, with respect to the Naval 
Hospital, Great Lakes, INinois, strike out “$12,730,000” and insert in place thereof 
“$14.754,000”’. 

(b) Public Law 968, Eighty-fourth Congress, as amended, is amended by strik- 
ing out in section 203 “$85,939,000” and inserting in place thereof “$86,711,000”. 

(c) Public Law 968, Eighty-fourth Congress, as amended, is amended by 
striking out in clause (2) of section 402 the amounts “$308,453,000", “$85,939,000”, 
and “$451,383,000” and inserting respectively in place thereof ‘$312,004,000”, 
“$86,711,000”, and “$460,706,000”. 

Sec. 209. Public Law 85-241, EHighty-fifth Congress, is amended under the 
heading “INSIDE THE UNITED States” in section 201 as follows: 

Under the subheading “AVIATION FACILITIES (Special Purpose Air Stations)”, 
with respect to the Naval Air Missile Test Center, Point Mugu, California, insert 


“en 


before “$7,669,000” the words “and land acquisition,”. 


TITLBE III 


Sec. 301. The Secretary of the Air Force may establish or develop military 
installations and facilities by acquiring, constructing, converting, rehabilitating. 
or installing permanent or temporary public works, including site preparation, 
appurtenances, utilities, and equipment, for the following projects: 


INSIDE THE UNITED STATES 
AIR DEFENSE COMMAND 


Duluth Municipal Airport, Duluth, Minnesota: Maintenance facilities, troop 
housing, utilities, and real estate, $2,649,000. 

Ethan Allen Air Force Base, Winooski, Vermont: Troop housing, $990,000. 

Glasgow Air Force Base, Glasgow, Montana : Operational and training facilities 
maintenance facilities, supply facilities, hospital facilities, community facilities, 
utilities, and real estate, $10,749,000. 

Grand Forks Air Force Base, Grand Forks, North Dakota: Maintenance 
facilities, supply facilities, hospital facilities, troop housing, community facili- 
ties, and utilites,, $4,176,000. 

K. I. Sawyer Municipal Airport, Marquette, Michigan: Operational and train- 
ing facilities, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, hospital facilities, admin- 
istrative facilities, troop housing, and utilities, $10,673,000. 

Kingsley Field, Klamath Falls, Oregon: Community facilities, and utilities, 
$229,000. 
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Kinross Air Force Base, Sault Sainte Marie, Michigan: Operational and 
training facilities, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, hospital facilities, 
and utilities, $9,948,000. 

McChord Air Force Base, Tacoma, Washington: Operational and training 
facilities, and utilities, $935,000. 

Minot Air Force Base, Minot, North Dakota: Maintenance facilities, supply 
facilities, administrative facilities, troop housing, community facilities, and 
utilities, $2,721,000. 

Otis Air Force Base, Falmouth, Massachusetts: Operational and training 
facilities, maintenance facilities, troop housing, and utilities, $3,689,000. 

Oxnard Air Force Base, Camarillo, California: Medical facilities, $122,000. 

Richards-Gebaur Air Force Base, Kansas City, Missouri: Operational and 
training facilities, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, administrative fa- 
cilities, and real estate, $2,799,000. 

Selfridge Air Force Base, Mount Clemens, Michigan: Operational and train- 
ing facilities, maintenance facilities, and utilities and ground improvements, 
$3,579,000. 

Suffolk County Air Force Base, Westhampton Beach, New York: Mainte- 
nance facilities, $86,000. 

Truax Field, Madison, Wisconsin: Troop housing, and ground improvements, 
$795,000. 

Tyndall Air Force Base, Panama City, Florida: Operational and training 
facilities, maintenance facilities, and utilities, $3,992,000. 

Wurtsmith Air Force Base, Oscoda, Michigan: Operational and training fa- 
cilities, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, hospital facilities, community 
facilities, and utilities, $8,696,000. 


AIR MATERIEL COMMAND 


Brooklyn Air Force Base, Mobile, Alabama: Maintenance facilities, and sup- 
ply facilities, $975,000. 

Griffis Air Force Base, Rome, New York: Operational and training facilities, 
supply facilities, and real estate, $1,177,000. 

Hill Air Force Base, Ogden, Utah: Operational and training facilities, main- 
tenance facilities, and troop housing, $1,746,000. 

Kelly Air Force Base, San Antonio, Texas: Utilities, $157,000. 

Marietta Air Force Station, Marietta, Pennsylvania: Supply facilities, 
$94,000. 

McClellan Air Force Base, Sacramento, California: Operational and training 
facilities, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, medical facilities, and troop 
housing, $1,560,000. 

Memphis General Depot, Memphis, Tennessee: Administrative facilities, 
$1,464,000. 

Norton Air Force Base, San Bernardino, California: Supply facilities, 
$658,000. 

Olmsted Air Force Base, Middletown, Pennsylvania: Operational and train- 
ing facilities, maintenance facilities, medical facilities, administrative facilities, 
troop housing, community facilities, utilities, and real estate, $6,169,000. 

Robins Air Force Base, Macon, Georgia: Operational and training facilities, 
maintenance facilities, supply facilities, and utilities, $4,362,000. 

Tinker Air Force Base, Oklahoma City, Oklahoma: Operational and train- 
ing facilities, maintenance facilities, troop housing, and community facilities, 
$5,196,000. 

Wright-Patterson Air Force Base, Dayton, Ohio: Operational and training 
facilities, maintenance facilities, research, development, and test facilities, sup- 
ply facilities, and medical facilities, $11,037,000. 


AIR RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT COMMAND 


Edwards Air Force Base, Muroc, California: Research, development, and 
test facilities, and utilities, $981,000. 

Eglin Air Force Base, Valparaiso, Florida: Operational and training facili- 
ties, maintenance facilities, research, development, and test facilities, supply 
facilities, utilities, and real estate, $10,109,000. 

Holloman Air Force Base, Alamogordo, New Mexico: Maintenance facilities, 
supply facilities, troop housing, utilities, and real estate, $1,650,000. 

Kirtland Air Force Base, Albuquerque, New Mexico: Supply facilities, and 
utilities, $481,000. 
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; Laurence G. Hanscom Field, Bedford, Massachusetts: Maintenance facilities, 
165,000, — - 

Patrick Air Force Base, Cocoa, Florida: Operational and training facilities, 
‘maintenance facilities, troop housing, and community facilities, $2,884,000. 


AIR TRAINING COMMAND 


Amarillo Air Force Base, Amarillo, Texas: Operational and training facili- 
ties, community facilities, and utilities, $979,000. 

Bergstrom Air Force Base, Austin, Texas: Operational and training facili- 
ties, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, utilities, and real estate, $1,584,000. 

Chanute Air Force Base, Rantoul, Illinois: Troop housing, $640,000. 

Craig Air Force Base, Selma, Alabama: Troop housing, $400,000. 

Greenville Air Force Base, Greenville, Mississippi: Operational and training 
facilities, and real estate, $208,000. 

James Connally Air Force Base, Waco, Texas: Troop housing, $750,000. 

Lowry Air Force Base, Denver, Colorado: Operational and training facili- 
ties, administrative facilities, troop housing, community facilities, and utili- 
ties, $5,000,000. 

Luke Air Force Base, Phoenix, Arizona: Maintenance facilities, and utilities, 
$441,000. 

Mather Air Force Base, Sacramento, California: Operational and training 
facilities, supply facilities, and utilities, $1,213,000. 

McConnell Air Force Base, Wichita, Kansas: Operational and training 
facilities, $2,119,000. 

Nellis Air Force Base, Las Vegas, Nevada: Maintenance facilities, $358,000. 

Perrin Air Force Base, Sherman, Texas: Maintenance facilities, $319,000. 

Randolph Air Force Base, San Antonio, Texas: Operational and training 
facilities, and utilities, $245,000. 

Sheppard Air Force Base, Wichita Falls, Texas: Operational and training 
facilities, maintenance facilities, troop housing, community facilities, and utili- 
ties, $2,051,000. 

Stead Air Force Base, Reno, Nevada: Supply facilities, administrative facili- 
ties, and community facilities, $639,000. 

Vance Air Force Base, Enid, Oklahoma: Operational and training facilities, 
and maintenance facilities, $1,770,000. 

Webb Air Force Base, Big Spring, Texas: Operational and training facili- 
ties, maintenance facilities, utilities and ground improvements, and real estate, 
$3,081,000. 

Williams Air Force Base, Chandler, Arizona: Operational and training facili- 
ties, and maintenance facilities, $1,361,000. 


CONTINENTAL AIR COMMAND 


Brooks Air Force Base, San Antonio, Texas: Troop housing, $1,805,000. 

Clinton County Air Force Base, Wilmington, Ohio: Operational and training 
facilities, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, and administrative facilities, 
troop housing, community facilities, and utilities, $11,763,000. 

Dobbins Air Force Base, Marietta, Georgia: Utilities, $172,000. 


HEADQUARTERS COMMAND 


Andrews Air Force Base, Camp Springs, Maryland: Operational and train- 
ing facilities, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, administrative facilities, 
and utilities, $18,937,000. 


MILITARY AIR TRANSPORT SERVICE 


Donaldson Air Force Base, Greenville, South Carolina: Maintenance facili- 
ties, $78,000. 

Dover Air Force Base, Dover, Delaware: Operational and training facili- 
ties, maintenance facilities, and utilities, $3,373,000. 

McGuire Air Force Base, Wrightstown, New Jersey: Operational and train- 
ing facilities, maintenance facilities, troop housing, and utilities, $3,901,000. 

Scott Air Force Base, Belleville, Illinois: Troop housing, $423,000. 
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STRATEGIC AIR COMMAND 


Altus Air Force Base, Altus, Oklahoma: Operational and training facilities, 
maintenance facilities, supply facilities, utilities, and real estate, $4,132,000. 

Barksdale Air Force Base, Shreveport, Louisiana: Operational and training 
facilities, and utilities, $3,355,000. 

Beale Air Force Base, Marysville, California: Operational and training fa- 
cilities, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, hospital facilities, administra- 
tive facilities, community facilities, and utilities, $9,766,000. 

Biggs Air Force Base, El Paso, Texas: Operational and training facilities, 
supply facilities, troop housing, and utilities, $5,080,000. 

Blytheville Air Force Base, Blytheville, Arkansas: Operational and training 
facilities, and utilities, $1,654,000. 

Bunker Hill Air Force Base, Peru, Indiana: Operational and training facili- 
ties, maintenance facilities, troop housing, and utilities, $7,996,000. 

Carswell Air Force Base, Fort Worth, Texas: Operational and training facili- 
ties, and supply facilities, $2,257,000. 

Castle Air Force Base, Merced, California: Operational and training facili- 
ties, troop housing, community facilities, utilities, and real estate, $4,578,000. 

Clinton-Sherman Air Force Base, Clinton, Oklahoma: Operational and train- 
ing facilities, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, community facilities, and 
utilities, $2,734,000. 

Columbus. Air Force Base, Columbus, Mississippi: Operational and training 
facilities, supply facilities, and utilities, $1,939,000. 

Davis-Monthan Air Force Base, Tucson, Arizona: Operational and training 
facilities, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, utilities, and real estate, 
$4,174,000. 

Dow Air Force Base, Bangor, Maine: Operational and training facilities, 
maintenance facilities, supply facilities, troop housing, and utilities, $2,404,000. 

Dyess Air Force Base, Abilene, Texas: Operational and training facilities, 
and supply facilities, $1,346,000. 

Ellsworth Air Force Base, Rapid City, South Dakota: Operational and train- 
ing facilities, maintenance facilities, community facilities, and _ utilities, 
$3,241,000. 

Fairchild Air Force Base, Spokane, Washington: Operational and training 
facilities, and utilities, $4,094,000. 

Forbes Air Force Base, Topeka, Kansas: Operational and training facilities, 
supply facilities, community facilities, and utilities, $5,660,000. 

Homestead Air Force Base, Homestead, Florida; Operational and training 
facilities, supply facilities, and utilities and ground improvements, $1,489,000. 

Hunter Air Force Base, Savannah, Georgia: Operational and training facili- 
ties, supply facilities, and utilities, $4,493,000. 

Lake Charles Air Force Base, Lake Charles, Louisiana: Operational and 
training facilities, and supply facilities, $3,401,000. 

Larson Air Force Base, Moses Lake, Washington: Operational and training 
facilities, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, and utilities, $3,795,000. 

Laughlin Air Force Base, Del Rio, Texas: Operational and training facilities, 
maintenance facilities, and community facilities, $897,000. 

Lincoln Air Force Base, Lincoln, Nebraska: Operational and training facili- 
ties, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, and utlities, $4,250,000. 

Little Rock Air Force Base, Little Rock, Arkansas: Operational and training 
facilities, supply facilities, and utilities, $3,463,000. 

Lockbourne Air Force Base, Columbus, Ohio: Operational and training facili- 
ties, supply facilities, and real estate, $11,716,000. 

Loring Air Force Base, Limestone, Maine: Operational and training facili- 
ties, and utilities, $3,774,000. 

MacDill Air Force Base, Tampa, Florida: Operational and training facili- 
ties, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, and utilities, $3,825,000. 

Malmstrom Air Force Base, Great Falls, Montana: Operational and training 
facilities, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, troop housing, and utilities, 
$1,832,000. 

March Air Force Base, Riverside, California: Operational and training facili- 
ties, supply facilities, utilities, and real estate, $3,344,000. 

Mountain Home Air Force Base, Mountain Home, Idaho: Operational and 
training facilities, supply facilities, and community facilities, $1,039,000. 

Offutt Air Force Base, Omaha, Nebraska: Operational and training facili- 
ties, supply facilities, and real estate, $3,265,000. 
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Pease Air Force Base, Portsmouth, New Hampshire: Operational and train- 
ing facilities, and supply facilities, $940,000. 

Pinecastle Air Force Base, Orlando, Florida: Operational and training facili- 
ties, supply facilities, utilities, and real estate, $5,387,000. 

Plattsburgh Air Force Base, Plattsburgh, New York: Supply facilities, and 
utilities, $208,000. 

Richard Bong Air Force Base, Kansasyville, Wisconsin : Operational and train- 
ing facilities, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, hospital facilities, troop 
housing, and community facilities, $15,552,000. 

Schilling Air Force Base, Salina, Kansas: Operational and training facilities, 
supply facilities, and utilities, $2,352,000. 

Travis Air Force Base, Fairfield, California: Operational and training facili- 
ties, supply facilities, and utilities, $2,997,000. 

Walker Air Force Base, Roswell, New Mexico: Operational and training fa- 
cilities, supply facilities, community facilities, and utilities, $8,495,000. 

Westover Air Force Base, Chicopee Falls, Massachusetts: Troop housing, 
and community facilities, $1,345,000. 

Whiteman Air Force Base, Knob Noster, Missouri: Operational and training 
facilities, supply facilities, utilities, and real estate, $5,185,000. 


TACTICAL AIR COMMAND 


George Air Force Base, Victorville, California: Maintenance facilities, 
$536,000. ih 

Langley Air Force Base, Hampton, Virginia: Maintenance facilities, supply 
facilities, and utilities, $1,371,000. , 

Myrtle Beach Air Force Base, Myrtle Beach, South Carolina: Operational 
and training facilities, maintenance facilities, troop housing, and community 
facilities, $1,650,000. b 

Sewart Air Force Base, Smyrna, Tennessee: Troop housing, $591,000. 

Seymour-Johnson Air Force Base, Goldsboro, North Carolina: Operatibnal 
and training facilities, supply facilities, troop housing, and utilities, $4,858,000. 

Shaw Air Force Base, Sumter, South Carolina: Operational and training 
facilities, and maintenance facilities, $1,339,000. Ji 

Turner Air Force Base, Albany, Georgia: Operational and training facilities, 
maintenance facilities, supply facilities, troop housing, community facilities, 
utilities, and real estate, $5,474,000. 


SPECIAL FACILITIES 
Various locations: Operational and training facilities, $563,000. 
AIRCRAFT CONTROL AND WARNING SYSTEM 


Various locations: Operational and training facilities, maintenance facili- 
ties, supply facilities, medical facilities, administrative facilities, family hous- 
ing, troop housing, community facilities, utilities, and real estate, $169,962,000. 


OUTSIDE THE UNITED STATES 
AIR MATERIEL COMMAND 
Various locations: Supply facilities, $500,000. 
ALASKAN AIR COMMAND 


Eielson Air Force Base: Operational and training facilities, $380,000. 
Elmendorf Air Force Base: Operational and training facilities, $710,000. 
King Salmon Airport: Operational and training facilities, $340,000. oF 
Various locations: Operational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, 
supply facilities, medical facilities, administrative facilities, troop housing, com- 
munity facilities, utilities and ground improvements, and real estate, $21,495,000. 


CARIBBEAN AIR COMMAND 


Howard Air Force Base, Canal Zone: Operational and training facilities, 
$1,540,000. 
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MILITARY AIR TRANSPORT SERVICE 


Various locations: Maintenance facilities, supply facilities, community facili- 
ties, and utilities, $5,347,000. 
PACIFIC AIR FORCES 


Hickam Air Force Base, Honolulu, Hawaii: Operational and training facili- 
ties, and supply facilities, $144,000. 

Midway Island: Supply facilities, $839,000. 

Various locations: Operational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, 
supply facilities, troop housing, community facilities, and utilities, $14,454,000. 


STRATEGIC AIR COMMAND 


Andersen Air Force Base, Guam: Operational and training facilities, mainte- 
nance facilities, and supply facilities, $1,508,000. 

Ramey Air Force Base, Puerto Rico: Operational and training facilities, 
maintenance facilities, and supply facilities, $1,470,000. 

Various locations: Operational and training fecilities, maintenance facilities, 
supply facilities, family housing, troop housing, community facilities, and 
utilities, $23,048,000. 


UNITED STATES AIR FORCES IN EUROPE 


Various locations: Operational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, 
supply facilities, medical facilities, administrative facilities, family housing, 
troop housing, community facilities, and utilities, $17,172,000. 


AIRCRAFT CONTROL AND WARNING SYSTEM 


Various locations: Operational and training facilities, maintenance facilities, 
supply facilities, medical facilities, administrative facilities, family housing, 
troop housing, community facilities, and utilities, $29,135,000. 


SPECIAL FACILITIES 


Various locations: Operationgl and training facilities, $588,000. 

Sec. 302. The Secretary of the Air Force may establish or develop classified 
military installations and facilities by acquiring, constructing, converting, re- 
habilitating, or installing permanent or temporary public works, including land 
acquisition, site preparation, appurtenances, utilities, and equipment as follows: 

(a) Ballistic missiles, $165,900,000. 

(b) Strategic missiles, $29,600,000. 

(c) Defense missiles, $122,000,000. 

Sec. 303. The Secretary of the Air Force may establish or develop Air Force 
installations and facilities by proceeding with construction made necessary by 
changes in Air Force missions, new weapons developments, new and unforeseen 
research and development requirements, or improved production schedules, if 
the Secretary of Defense determines that deferral of such construction for 
inclusion in the next military construction authorization Act would be in- 
consistent with interests of national security, and in connection therewith to 
acquire, construct, convert, rehabilitate, or install permanent or temporary 
public works, including land acquisition, site preparation, appurtenances, 
utilities, and equipment, in the total amount of $25,000,000: Provided, That the 
Secretary of the Air Force, or his designee, shall notify the Committees on 
Armed Services of the Senate and House of Representatives immediately upon 
reaching a final decision to implement, of the cost of construction of any 
public work undertaken under this section, including those real estate actions 
pertaining thereto. 

Sec. 304. (a) In accordance with the provisions of section 407 of the Act of 
September 1, 1954 (68 Stat. 1119, 1125), as amended, the Secretary of the Air 
Force is authorized to construct, or acquire by lease or otherwise, family 
housing for occupancy as public quarters at the following locations by utilizing 
foreign currencies acquired pursuant to the provisions of the Agricultural Trade 
Development and Assistance Act of 1954 (68 Stat. 454), or through other com- 
modity transactions of the Commodity Credit Corporation : 

Lajes Field, Azores, 306 units. 

Kindley Air Force Base, Bermuda, 300 units. 

Laon, France, 102 units. 
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Keflavik Airport, Iceland, 300 units. 

Benguerir Airport, Iceland, 248 units. 

Sidi Slimane Air Base, Morocco, 295 units. 

Clark Air Force Base, Philippines, 900 units. 

Kadena Air Base, Okinawa, 200 units. 

Madrid-Torrejon area, Spain, 460 units. 

Moron-San Pablo area, Spain, 40 units. 

Various locations, Spain, 120 units. 

Zaragoza Air Base, Spain, 176 units. 

Alconbury RAF Station, United Kingdom, 50 units. 

Bentwaters RAF Station, United Kingdom, 190 units. 

Bruntingthorpe RAF Station, United Kingdom, 93 units. 

Brize Norton RAF Station, United Kingdom, 215 units. 

Chelveston RAF Station, United Kingdom, 79 units. 

Chicksands Priory RAF Station, United Kingdom, 83 units. 

Fairford RAF Station, United Kingdom, 177 units. 

High Wycombe RAF Station, United Kingdom, 110 units. 

Lakenheath-Mildenhall Area, United Kingdom, 55 units. 

Stansted-Mountfitchet RAF Station, United Kingdom, 22 units. 

Upper Heyford RAF Station, United Kingdom, 259 units. 

Whethersfield RAF Station, United Kingdom, 416 units. 

(b) In accordance with the provisions of title IV of the Housing Amend- 
ments of 1955 (69 Stat. 646), as amended, the Secretary of the Air Force is 
authorized to construct family housing for occupancy as public quarters at the 
following locations: 

INSIDE THE UNITED STATES 


Adair Air Force Base, Oregon, 150 units. 
Amarillo Air Force Base, Texas, 500 units. 
Beale Air Force Base, California, 570 units. 
Bunker Hill Air Force Base, Indiana, 250 units. 
Chanute Air Force Base, Illinois, 450 units. 
Clinton-Sherman Air Force Base, Oklahoma, 50 units. 
Cooke Air Force Base, California, 525 units. 
Dover Air Force Base, Delaware, 500 units. 
Dow Air Force Base, Maine, 530 units. 
Duluth Municipal Airort, Minnesota, 240 units. 
Edwards Air Force Base, California, 778 units. 
Ellsworth Air Force Base, South Dakota, 220 units. 
Fairchild Air Force Base, Washington, 250 units. 
Forbes Air Force Base, Kansas, 414 units. 
Fort Custer Air Force Station, Michigan,,169 units. 
Fort Lee Air Force Station, Virginia, 154 units. 
xyeiger Field, Washington, 168 units. 
Glasgow Air Force Base, Montana, 460 units. 
Grand Forks Air Force Base, North Dakota, 744 units. 
Griffiss Air Force Base, New York, 730 units. 
Hamilton Air Force Base, California, 550 units. 
Holloman Air Force Base, New Mexico, 400 units. 
James Connally Air Force Base, Texas, 366 units. 
Keesler Air Force Base, Mississippi, 290 units. 
Kinross Air Force Base, Michigan, 475 units. 
K. I. Sawyer Airport, Michigan, 935 units. 
Kirtland Air Force Base, New Mexico, 490 units. 
Lake Charles Air Force Base, Louisiana, 300 units. 
Langley Air Force Base, Virginia, 500 units. 
Larson Air Force Base, Washington, 200 units. 
Laurence G. Hanscom Field, Massachusetts, 395 units 
Lincoln Air Force Base, Nebraska, 600 units. 
Lockbourne Air Force Base, Ohio, 400 units. 
Malmstrom Air Force Base, Montana, 150 units. 
Mather Air Force Base, California, 220 units. 
McChord Air Force Base, Washington, 1,000 units. 
McClellan Air Force Base, California, 540 units. 
McConnell Air Force Base, Kansas, 490 units. 
McGuire Air Force Base, New Jersey, 1,750 units. 
Minot Air Force Base, North Dakota, 932 units. 








7039 


Mountain Home Air Force Base, Idaho, 270 units. 
Nellis Air Force Base, Nevada, 200 units. 

Niagara Falls Municipal Airport, New York, 290 units. 
Offutt Air Force Base, Nebraska, 616 units. 

Oxnard Air Force Base, California, 315 units. 

Pease Air Force Base, New Hampshire, 483 units. 
Presque Isle Air Force Base, Maine, 114 units. 
Richard Bong Air Force Base, Wisconsin, 900 units. 
Richards-Gebaur Air Force Base, Missouri, 610 units. 
Robins Air Force Base, Georgia, 423 units. 

Selfridge Air Force Base, Michigan, 580 units. 
Sheppard Air Force Base, Texas, 500 units. 

Sioux City Municipal Airport, Iowa, 235 units. 
Stewart Air Force Base, New York, 300 units. 
Suffolk County Air Force Base, New York, 220 units. 
Syracuse Air Force Station, New York, 216 units. 
Topsham Air Force Station, Maine, 177 units. 

Truax Field, Wisconsin, 280 units. 

Turner Air Force Base, Georgia, 200 units. 

United States Air Force Academy, Colorado, 1,500 units. 
Vance Air Force Base, Oklahoma, 230 units. 
Westover Air Force Base, Massachusetts, 310 units. 
Whiteman Air Force Base, Missouri, 154 units. 
Williams Air Force Base, Arizona, 150 units. 
Wurtsmith Air Force Base, Michigan, 618 units. 


OUTSIDE THE UNITED STATES 


Andersen Air Force Base, Guam, 1,050 units. 

Hickam Air Force Base, Hawaii, 600 units. 

(c) In accordance with the provisions of section 404 (a) of the Housing 
Amendments of 1955 (69 Stat. 652), as amended, the Secretary of the Air Force 
is authorized to acquire family housing at the following locations: 

Brookley Air Force Base, Alabama, 175 units. 

Sarswell Air Force Base, Texas, 600 units. 

Craig Air Force Base, Alabama, 225 units. 

Davis-Monthan Air Force Base, Arizona, 550 units. 

Francis E. Warren Air Force Base, Wyoming, 500 units. 

Hunter Air Force Base, Georgia, 500 units. 

Kelly Air Force Base, Texas, 592 units. 

Lowry Air Force Base, Colorado, 480 units. 

March Air Force Base, California, 644 units. 

Maxwell Air Force Base, Alabama, 250 units. 

Mitchell Air Force Base, New York, 628 units. 

Randolph Air Force Base, Texas, 612 units. 

Reese Air Force Base, Texas, 418 units. 

Shaw Air Force Base, South Carolina, 400 units. 

Walker Air Force Base, New Mexico, 800 units. 

Wright-Patterson Air Force Base, Ohio, 2,000 units. 

Sec. 305. (a) Public Law 161, Eighty-fourth Congress, as amended, is 
amended, under the heading “CONTINENTAL UNITED STATES” in section 301, as 
follows: 

Under the subheading “ATR DEFENSE COMMAND”, with respect to Otis Air Force 
Base, Falmouth, Massachushetts, strike out ‘“$6,076,000,” and insert in place 
thereof “$6,522,000"’. 

Under the subheading “AIR MATERIEL COMMAND”, with respect to Wright-Pat- 
terson Air Force Base, Dayton, Ohio, strike out “$14,508,000” and insert in 
place thereof “$15,800,000”. 

(b) Public Law 161, Eighty-fourth Congress, as amended, is amended by 
striking out in clause (3) of section 502 the amounts ‘“$824,300,000" and 
“$1,363,189,000" and inserting in place thereof “$826,038,000" and ‘$1,364,927,- 
000”, respectively. 

Sec. 306. (a) Public Law 968, Ejighty-fourth Congress, as amended, is 
ie eesti under the heading “INSIDE THE UNITED States” in section 301, as 

ollows: 
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Under the subheading “AIR DEFENSE COMMAND” — 

(1) with respect to Duluth Municipal Airport, Duluth, Minnesota, strike 
out $1,469,000” and insert in place thereof “$1,636,000”. 

(2) with respect to Otis Air Force Base, Falmouth, Massachusetts, strike 
out “$11,577,000” and insert in place thereof “$13,341,000”. 

Under the subheading “AIR MATERIEL COMMAND”, with respect to Hill Air Force 
Base, Ogden, Utah, strike out “$1,339,000” and insert in place thereof “$1,661,000”. 

Under the subheading “AIR TRAINING COMMAND”, With respect to James Con- 
nally Air Force Base, Waco, Texas, strike out “$4,687,000” and insert in place 
thereof “$5,301,000”. 

Under the subheading “sTRATEGIC AIR COMMAND”, with respect to Malmstrom 
Air Force Base, Great Falls, Montana, strike out “$1,586,000” and insert in place 
thereof “$1,726,000”. 

(b) Public Law 968, Eighty-fourth Congress, as amended, is amended by 
striking out in clause (3) of section 402 the amounts “$811,342,000” and 
“$1,447,950,000" and inserting in place thereof “$814,349,000” and “$1,450,957,000", 
respectively. 

Sec. 307. (a) Public Law 85-241, Eighty-fifth Congress, is amended, under 
the heading “INSIDE THE UNITED States” in section 301, as follows: 

Under the subheading “AIR DEFENSE COMMAND”— 

(1) with respect to Glasgow Air Force Base, Glasgow, Montana, strike 
out “$2,048,000” and insert in place thereof “$2,390,000”. 

(2) with respect to Grandview Air Force Base, Kansas City, Missouri, 
strike out “$1,100,000” and insert in place thereof “$1,348,000”. 

(3) with respect to Minot Air Force Base, Minot, North Dakota, strike 
out “$6,804,000” and insert in place thereof “$8,507,000”. 

(4) with respect te Otis Air Force Base, Falmouth, Massachusetts, strike 
out $559,000" and insert in place thereof “$615,000”. 

Under the subheading “AIR MATERIEL COMMAND”, with respect to Kelly Air 
Force Base, San Antonio, Texas, strike out “$899,000” and insert in place thereof 
“$1,128,000”. 

Under the subheading “AIR TRAINING COMMAND”, with respect to Perrin Air 
Force Base, Sherman, Texas, strike out “$460,000” and insert in place thereof 
“$637,000”. 

Under the subheading “sTRATEGIC AIR COMMAND”’— 

(1) with respect to Barksdale Air Force Base, Shreveport, Louisiana, 
strike out “$3,344,000” and insert in place thereof “$3,633,000”. 

(2) with respect to Beale Air Force Base, Marysville, California, strike 
out “$7,458,000” and insert in place thereof “$9,087,000”. 

(3) with respect to MacDill Air Force Base, Tampa, Florida, strike out 
“$936,000” and insert in place thereof “$1,268,000”. 

(4) with respect to Portsmouth Air Force Base, Portsmouth, New Hamp- 
shire, strike out “$2,344,000” and insert in place thereof “$2,947,000”. 

(5) with respect to Whiteman Air Force Base, Knob Noster, Missouri, 
strike out “$235,000” and insert in place thereof “$306,000’’. 

(b) Public Law 85-241, Eighty-fifth Congress, is amended by striking out 
in clause (3) of section 502 the amounts “$394,076,000” and ‘$601,781,000” and 
inserting in place thereof “$399,755,000”" and “$607,460,000”, respectively. 

Sec. 308. (a) Public Law 85-325, Highty-fifth Congress, is amended, under 
the heading “ALERT AND DISPERSAL OF STRATEGIC AIR COMMAND FORCES” in section 1, 
as follows: 

(1) with respect to Grand Forks Air Force Base, Grand Forks, North 
Dakota, strike out “$895,000” and insert in place thereof “$1,892,000”. 

(2) with respect to Minot Air Force Base, Minot, North Dakota, strike 
out “$867,000” and insert in place thereof “$1,479,000”. 

(3) with respect to Mountain Home Air Force Base, Mountain Home, 
Idaho, strike out “$4,380,000” and insert in place thereof “$5,479,000”. 

(4) with respect to Offutt Air Force Base, Omaha, Nebraska, strike out 
“$690,000” and insert in place thereof “$969,000”. 

(b) Public Law 85-325, Highty-fifth Congress, is amended by striking out 
in section 3 the amount “$549,670,000" and inserting in place thereof 
“$552,657,000”. 

Sec. 309. Section 9 of the Air Force Academy Act, as amended (68 Stat. 49), 
is further amended by striking out in the first sentence the figure “$135,425,000” 
and inserting in place thereof the figure “$139,797,000”. 
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TITLE IV 


Sec. 401. The Secretary of Defense may establish or develop installations 
and facilities required for advanced research projects and in connection therewith 
may acquire, construct, convert, rehabilitate, or install permanent or temporary 
public works, including land acquisition, site preparation, appurtenances, utilities 
and equipment, in the total amount of $50,000,000. 


TITLE V 
GENERAL PROVISIONS 


Sec. 501. The Secretary of Defense and the Secretary of each military depart- 
ment may proceed to establish or develop installations and facilities under this 
Act without regard to sections 3648 and 3734 of the Revised Statutes, as 
amended (31 U. 8S. C. 529, 40 U. S. C. 259, 267), and sections 4774 (d) and 
9774 (d) of title 10, United States Code. The authority to place permanent 
or temporary improvements on land includes authority for surveys, adminis- 
tration, overhead, planning, and supervision incident to construction. That 
authority may be exercised before title to the land is approved under section 
355 of the Revised Statutes, as amended (40 U. 8. C. 255), and even though 
the land is held temporarily. The authority to acquire real estate or land 
includes authority to make surveys and to acquire land, and interests in land 
(including temporary use), by gift, purchase, exchange of Government-owned 
land, or otherwise. 

Sec. 502. There are authorized to be appropriated such sums as may be neces- 
sary for the purposes of this Act, but appropriations, for public works projects 
authorized by titles I, II, III, and IV shall not exceed— 

(1) for title I: Inside the United States, $111,491,000; outside the 
United States, $9,416,000; section 102, $201,121,000; section 108, $25,000,000 ; 
or a total of $347,028,000. 

(2) for title II: Inside the United States, $194,677,000 : outside the United 
States, $16,384,000; section 202, $65,001,000; section 203, $25,000,000; or 
a total of $301,062,000. 

(3) for title III: Inside the United States, $525,101,000; outside the 
United States, $118,670,000; section 302, $317,500,000; section 303, 
$25,000,000 ; or a total of $986,271,000. 

(4) for title IV : $50,000,000. 

Sec. 503. Any of the amounts named in titles I, II and III of this Act may, 
in the discretion of the Secretary concerned, be increased by 5 per centum 
for projects inside the United States and by 10 per centum for projects outside 
the United States. However, the total cost of all projects in each such title 
may not be more than the total amount authorized to be appropriated for 
projects in that title. 

Sec. 504. Any outstanding authority heretofore provided by the Act of Sep- 
tember 1, 1954 (68 Stat. 1119), the Act of July 15, 1955 (69 Stat. 324), and the 
Act of August 3, 1956 (70 Stat. 991), for the provision of family housing shall 
be available for the construction of family housing at any installations for 
which appropriated fund family housing is authorized to be constructed under 
titles I and III of this Act. 

Sec. 505. Whenever— 

(1) the President determines that compliance with section 2313 (b) of 
title 10, United States Code, for contracts made under this Act for the 
establishment or development of military installations and facilities in 
foreign countries would interfere with the carrying out of this Act; and 

(2) the Secretary of Defense and the Comptroller General have agreed 
upon alternative methods of adequately auditing those contracts; the 
President may exempt those contracts from the requirements of that section. 

Sec. 506. Contracts made by the United States under this Act shall be 
awarded, insofar as practicable, on a competitive basis to the lowest responsible 
bidder, if the national security will not be impaired and the award is consistent 
with chapter 137 of title 10, United States Code, and section 15 of the Act of 
August 9, 1955 (69 Stat. 547,551). The Secretaries of the military departments 
shall report semiannually to the President of the Senate and the Speaker of 
the House of Representatives with respect to all contracts awarded on other 
than a competitive basis to the lowest responsible bidder. 
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Sec. 507. As of July 1, 1959, all authorization for military public works to 
be accomplished by the Secretary of a military department in connection with 
the establishment or development of military installations and facilities, and all 
authorizations for appropriations therefor, that are contained in Acts ap- 
proved before August 4, 1956, and not superseded or otherwise modified by a 
later authorization are repealed, except— 

(1) authorizations for public works and for appropriations therefor that 
are set forth in those Acts in the titles that contain the general provisions; 

(2) the authorization for public works projects as to which appro- 
priated funds have been obligated for construction contracts or land ac- 
quisition in whole or in part before July 1, 1959, and authorizations for 
appropriations therefor ; 

(3) the authorization for the rental guaranty for family housing in the 
amount of $100,000,000 that is contained in section 302 of the Act of July 
14, 1952 (66 Stat. 606, 622) ; 

(4) the authorizations for public works and the appropriation of funds 
that are contained in sections 2231-2238 of title 10, United States Code, as 
amended (50 U. S. C. 882, 883, 885, 886) ; 

(5) the authorization for the development of the Line of Communications, 
France, in the amount of $30,000,000 that is contained in title I, section 102, 
of the Act of July 14, 1952 (66 Stat. 606, 609) ; 

(6) the authorization for development of classified facilities in the amount 
of $6,439,000 that is contained in title I, section 102, of the Act of September 
28, 1951 (65 Stat. 336, 348) ; 

(7) the authorization for public works and for the appropriation of funds 
that are contained in the Act of April 1, 1954 (68 Stat. 47), as amended; and 

(8) notwithstanding the provision of section 506 of the Act of August 
30, 1957 (71 Stat. 531, 558), the authorization for: 

(a) jet engine test cells in the amount of $1,850,000 at the Naval Air 
Station, Norfolk, Virginia, that is contained in title II, section 201 under 
the heading “CoNTINENTAL UNITED States” and subheading “AVIATION 
FACILITIES” of the Act of August 7, 1953 (67 Stat. 440, 442), as amended ; 

(b) ammunition storage facilities in the amount of $225,000 at the 
Naval Auxiliary Air Station, El Centro, California; navigational aids 
in the amount of $590,000 at the Marine Corps Air Station, El Toro, 
California; research and development facilities in the amount of $1,804,- 
000 at the Naval Air Turbine Test Station, Trenton, New Jersey; and 
navigational aids in the amount of $400,000 at the Naval Air Station, 
Whidbey Island, Washington: that are contained in title II, section 
201, under the heading “CONTINENTAL UNITED STATES” and subheading 
“AVIATION FACILITIES” of the Act of July 27, 1954 (68 Stat. 535, 540), 
as amended ; 

(c) the development of aviation ordnance facilities in the amount of 
$2,638,000 that is contained in title II, section 202, of the Act of July 27, 
1954 (68 Stat. 535, 543), as amended. 

Sec. 508. Section 408 (b) of the Act of June 17, 1950 (64 Stat. 236, 245), is 
hereby repealed. 

Sec. 509. Section 515 of the Act of July 15, 1955 (69 Stat. 324, 352), as amended, 
is further amended to read as follows: 

“Sec. 515. During fiscal years 1958 through and including 1961, the Secretaries 
of the Army, Navy, and Air Force, respectively, are authorized to lease housing 
facilities at or near military tactical installations for assignment as public 
quarters to military personnel and their dependents, if any, without rental 
charge upon a determination by the Secretary of Defense, or his designee, that 
there is a lack of adequate housing facilities at or near such military tactical 
installations. Such housing facilities shall be leased on a family or individual 
unit basis and not more than five thousand of such units may be so leased at any 
one time. Expenditures for the rental of such housing facilities may be made out 
of appropriations available for maintenance and operation but may not exceed 
$150 a month for any such unit.” 

Sec. 510. Section 406 of the Act of August 3, 1956 (70 Stat. 991, 1015), is 
amended to read as follows: 

“Sec. 406. (a) The Secretary of a military department may acquire any in- 
terest in land that— 

“(1) he or his designee determines is needed in the interest of national 
defense; and 
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“(2) does not cost more than $25,000 (exclusive of administrative costs 
and the amounts of any deficiency judgments). 
This section does not authorize the acquisition, as part of the same project, of 
two or more contiguous parcels of land that together cost more than $25,000.” 

- Sec. 511. Section 408 (a) of the Act of August 3, 1956 (70 Stat. 991, 1016), is 
amended by adding the following new subsection at the end thereof: 

“(5) No determination that a project is urgently required shall be necessary 
for projects, the cost of which is not in excess of $5,000.” 

Sec. 512. Subsection (a) of section 406 of the Act of August 30, 1957 (71 Stat. 
531, 556), is amended to read as follows: 

“(a) Notwithstanding the provisions of any other law, and effective July 1, 
1958, no family housing units shall be contracted for or acquired at or in Support 
of military installations or activities unless the actual number of units involved 
has been specifically authorized by an annual military construction authoriza- 
tion Act except (1) housing units required to be acquired pursuant to the pro- 
visions of section 404 of the Housing Amendments of 1955; (2) housing units 
leased, utilizing available operation and maintenance appropriations, for terms 
of one year, whether renewable or not, or for terms of not more than five years 
pursuant to the provisions of section 417 of the Act of August 3, 1956 (70 Stat. 
991, 1018) ; and (8) rental guaranty family housing authorized under section 302 
of the Act of July 14, 1952 (66 Stat. 606, 622). 

Sec. 513. (a) Section 2662, title 10, United States Code, is repealed. 

(b) The analysis of chapter 159, title 10, United States Code, is amended by 
striking out the following item: 

“2662. Real property transactions: agreement with Armed Services Committees ; reports.”’ 


(c) Section 43 of the Act of August 10, 1956 (70A Stat. 636), is repealed. 


This is a most important bill, and in view of the fact that time is very 
important on matters pending on the floor of the house, I am going 
to be forced to set the hearings of the committee commencing at 9 
o'clock each morning until we finish consideration of this bill. I am 
forced to do that, or else we will be compelled to sit at night sessions. 
I think we can make 1 hour’s time most valuable every morning, instead 
of starting the hearing at 10 o’clock. 

Now, members of the committee, I want to make a brief statement in 
— to this bill. 

I do not need to stress the importance of this bill. It contains a 
request for authority for the physical plant, which together with the 
men and equipment make up the three essential elements of our de- 
fense structure. 

The new line items in this bill total $1,684,361,000, divided among the 
services as follows: 





Authoriza- 
This year tion last 
year 
pitied cagsiteresiativinmtcciain = <i 2 ‘ neni ainiiieesiiticdlilt ——E 
Army. lal ae a ee Ee said Tien ea , $347, 028, 000 | $293, 103, 000 
Navy...- t . : kK d . g ie 301, 062, 000 337, 611, 000 


Air Force... eee ade Es a9 ..| 986,271,000 | 601, 781, 000 
Departme nt of Defense. adnpaaeeieed, ; ; 50, 000, 000 7 


So last year’s bill was $1,232, 495, 000 and this year’s bill is $1,684,361,- 
000. That means that this year’s bill, so far as new line items are 
concerned, is $451,866,000 more than last year’s. 

In addition to the foregoing, authority is also requested in the 
amount of $47,238,000 to correct deficiencies in authorizations for 
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projects authorized under previous laws. This $47,238,000 is broken 
down as follows: 


This year Last year 


PCat nk teeta coceraceret ni a make ciodonewse cect eeewatbadwas sp emdsenes $13, 630, 000 $23, 000, 000 


Ste Anes cae CdnchalecddaseMdamins ca kes ose ck Se kb cadede uinndbutaihe ten drich 15, 825, 000 42, 000, 000 
I a il i lk 17, 783, 000 115, 000, 000 


Last year’s deficiency authorizations were $180 million as against 
$47 million for this year. I don’t know whether costs have stopped 
rising or whether the departments are making better estimates, but 
I am glad to see this considerable reduction in deficiency requests. 

Now, members of the committee, I would like to summarize all the 
foregoing figures in order to see just what the construction program 
is today. 

They new items in the bill total $1,684 million ; the deficiencies total 
$47 million; and this makes a real total in new authorization of 
$1,731 million. But we must add one more figure to this and that 
is the $549 million contained in the bill we passed last January. This 
bill was, of course, entirely for the Air Force and was considered 
as a supplement to the. 1958 construction program. Actually, how- 
ever, if we hadn’t passed the bill in January, the items contained in 
it would be in this bill today. So the total picture for military 
construction authorization this year is slightly over $2.2 billion. 

Now, let’s consider briefly the question of unfunded authorization. 

To this $ $1,731,599,000 in this bill, we must add another $1,933 mil- 
lion which represents the amount of unfunded authorization now 
available ot the three departments. 

This makes a total of $3,664,599,000—almost $334 billion—which 
will be available to the departments if the author aty requested in 
this bill is granted. 

Against “this almost $334 billion authorization, the departments 
will “request appropriations in the amount of $1,693 million. This 
will still leave almost $2 billion in unfunded authorizations. 

In connection with this, I would like to point out, as I have on a 
number of occasions in the past, that I am still concerned—and so is 
each and every member of the committee—about the gap between 
the amount of authorization which the military departments have 
and the amount of appropriations which they have received for these 
authorizations. 

Of course, each of the departments has some of this unfunded 
authorization. The $1,933 million in unfunded authorization is 
broken down as follows: 


Neen oil eins Mie aetiedS. $363, 000, 000 
a ertatin ceo h em mibiie eo niailiiaitem . 355, 000, 000 
I ok ee ede SE ed et a neh ade arian 1, 215, 000, 000 


Last year, the unfunded authorization totaled about $2.2 billion. 
So, this year’s $1.9 billion is a small improvement, but it is still too 
large. 

The committee will recall that, starting 3 years ago, each military 
construction bill contains a section which ultimately repeals an 
authorization which is more tha 5 years old. Last year, this period 
was reduced to 4 years, but this did not close the gap sufficiently. 
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So, in.this ‘year’s bill, the gap has been narrowed to 3 years. This 
will automatically repeal a great deal of this old, unused authoriza- 
tion. This is very desirable, as much of it is no longer needed, and I 
note from Secretary Bryant’s statement that, at the end of fiscal year 
1959, this backlog of unfunded authorization will be reduced from 
$1,933 million to $854 million. 

I feel that this bill has been carefully studied by the military de- 
partments, by Mr. Bryant’s Office, and by the Bureau of the Budget. 

The program submitted by the departments to Mr. Bryant’s Office 
totaled $2,248 million, and he reduced this to $1,694 million. The 
Bureau of the Budget further reduced this amount to $1,684 million 
which represents the new-construction items in the bill we have before 
us today. 

BASIS OF THE BILL 


The construction program contained in this bill is, of course, based 
on the forces which we plan to have over the next several years. In 
the case of the Army, the program is based on continuation of the 
military force levels authorized for June 30, 1959, which means a force 
of 870,000 men. In the case of the Navy, the program represents the 
Shore Establishment necessary for 864 ships. 

For the Air Force, we have 105 wings authorized for June 30, 1959. 
During the next several years, in the process of developing missile 
units, some decrease in this number of wings will occur. I am told, 
however, that this decrease will be offset somewhat by an increase in 
missile-squadron strength. 


NEW INSTALLATIONS 


There are no new major installations in the bill. There are, however, 
a number of new Air Force stations stated to be necessary in connec- 
tion with the aircraft control and warning and, also, some new gap- 
filler radar sites. 
LAND ACQUISITION 


Land acquisition in the bill this year involves relatively small acre- 
ages when compared with previous years. The Army is asking for 
some 4,000 acres in fee; the Navy, 1,300 acres in fee; and the Air Force, 
about 2.000 acres in fee. 

Each department also is acquiring some easement property, a total 
of about 11,500 acres. The total cost of land for the 8 departments is 
estimated to be about $14 million. There will be some additional land 
acquisitions at tactical-weapon sites and other missile sites, but the 
axact acreages are not known at this time. 


HOUSING 


In Mr. Bryant’s statement, which I have had the opportunity to 
study, I note that there is a great deal of detail on housing and I, there- 
fore, will not say any more about this subject, other than the fact that 
there are about 50,000 Capehart units in the bill, almost 6,700 surplus- 
commodity houses overseas, and only 935 housing units to be built 
with appropriated funds. 
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The committee will remember that last year we granted the depart- 
ments authority to use existing appropriated-fund authorizations to 
build houses at specific listed installations. This authority appears in 
the bill again this year. The reason behind this, of course, is the fact 
that, after authority for some 30,000 appropriated-fund houses had 
been granted, the Capehart program came along and was utilized to 
fill the housing needs at the installations for which the appropriated- 
fund authority had been granted. Consequently, the 935 appropriated- 
fund houses do not add any money authorization to the total of the 
bill. 

Now, members of the committee, there is no need to take up each 
one of these titles at this time. 

We have this morning with us Mr. Bryant, who has a statement. 
It is a magnificent statement. There is a great deal of meat on this 
bone. I hope the committee will pay close attention to Mr. Bryant 
and permit him to make this statement without interruption. 

Mr. Bryant, will you please come around ? 

Put this in the record, 

(The balance of the chairman’s statement follows:) 


TITLE IV 


The bill contains a new title IV with authority which has not appeared in a 
military construction bill before. This title would give the Secretary of Defense 
authority in the amount of $50 million to “establish or develop installations and 
facilities required for advanced research projects * * * ” I will leave discus- 
sion of this item until we reach that portion of the bill. 


GENERAL PROVISIONS 


The general provisions this year are, for the most part, the same as those 
of previous years. Sections 501, 502, 503, 505, and 506 are similar to provisions 
which have been carried in: military construction bills for a number of years. 

Section 504, which authorizes the use of existing appropriated-fund housing 
authorization for the 935 units in this bill, is similar to the authority granted 
for the first time last year. 

Section 507, I have mentioned before. This section cuts the rescission period 
from 4 to 3 years. 

Section 508 would repeal the requirement that the Secretary of Defense 
report to the Congress at the beginning of the 1st session of each Congress all 
military construction authorizations granted since the 80th Congress for which 
adequate funds have not been appropriated. The 3-year automatic rescission 
makes this report unnecessary. 

Section 509 continues the authority for leasing housing at Nike installations. 
This has been in the bill for the last two years. 

Section 510 would permit the acquisition of real estate not exceeding $25,000 
without a specific line item. The current authority is $5,000. 

Section 511 would simply exempt small construction projects costing $5,000 
or less from the requirement that a determination be made that the construc- 
tion is urgently needed. The purpose of the exemption is to cut out adminis- 
trative work and delays. 

Section 512: The committee will recall that, last year, the law which was 
finally passed required that, effective July 1, 1958, no family units, other than 
mandatory Wherry acquisitions, should be built or acquired unless there was 
a line item in the construction bill. So, mandatory Wherry acquisitions do 
not have to be set out as a line item today, and the Department wishes to add 
two other categories of housing to this exemption: They are leased housing at 
Nike sites and rental guaranty housing. Their reasons for this request will 
be dealt with in more detail by Mr. Bryant. 

I would like to draw the particular attention of the members to section 513. 
This would repeal title VI of Public Law 155, 82d Congress, which requires 
that the military departments come into agreement with the Committees on 
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Armed Services with respect to real-estate projects involving in excess of 
$25,000. 

I won't discuss this matter now, but we will have a good discussion of it 
with Mr. Bryant when we take up the general provisions. 

Now, that is the bill. Mr. Bryant has a fine statement, and I am going to 
ask that he be permitted to read it in full without interruption. It contains a 
lot of meat and we can all profit by paying close attention to it as it is being read. 


The CuatrMan. Before Mr. Bryant commences, I would like to put 
in the record the composition of Mr. Bryant’s Office. 

Mr. Bryant’s Office has a total of 65 employees in the Department 
of Defense. This is very important information for the record. 


(The information follows :) 
May 19, 1958. 


INFORMATION REQUESTED BY HovusE ARMED SERVICES COMMITTEE CONCERNING 
DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE PERSONNEL ENGAGED IN PROPERTIES AND INSTAL- 
LATIONS ACTIVITIES 


I. Total number of employees in Office of Assistant Secretary of Defense 
(Properties and Installations) : Despite steady increase in workload, we have 
progressively reduced the number from a peak of nearly 80 in 1955 to— 

As of May 1, 1958, total 66, excluding the statutory position for the Assistant 
Secretary. 

As of May 19, 1958, total 65, excluding the statutory position for the 
Assistant Secretary. 

II. Name and duty assignment of principal members of Office of Assistant 
Secretary of Defense (Properties and Installations) (Incumbents of super- 
grade positions as of May 19, 1958) : 


Floyd S. Bryant, Assistant Secretary of Defense (Properties and Installations) 
Cooper P. Benedict, Deputy Assistant Secretary of Defense (Properties and 
Installations) 
CONSTRUCTION DIRECTORATE 


Bdward J. Sheridan, Director 
John Heard, Assistant Director 
Allen W. Fore, Chief, Project Division (Construction Programing) 
Max Barth, Chief, Technical Division (Construction and Maintenance Criteria 
and Standards) 
REAL PROPERTY MANAGEMENT DIRECTORATE 


Thomas H. Hefferan 
Fred H. Rooney, Assistant Director 


III. Total number of employees in each of the three military departments 
who have activities and functions which correspond to the activities and functions 
of Office of Assistant Secretary of Defense (Properties and Installations) : 


| | 
| Maintenance | 














Organizational element Total and installa- | Construc- Real 
tion support tion 2 estate ? 
services ! 
DOD grand total__............ edetaaitatnd 302, 903 | 272, 000 | 26, 681 4, 222 
ee eS a eee — 
Army total...........-. Lee ee 96, 193 | 79, 000 | 16, 218 975 
ER ee epee ee iddseshmmaeadal 85, 493 81, 000 3, 920 573 
Air Force total......-- vaste esl titniaiedees tei is diab 121, 217 


112, 000 6, 543 2, 674 
\ 








! Based on official 1-time report as of end fiscal year 1957—RCS DD-P & I (OT) 5730. 
? Based on official 1-time report as of June 30, 1955—RCS DD-MP & R (OT) 497. 
The Cnatrrman. Now, Mr. Bryant. 
Secretary Bryant. Thank you, Mr. Chairman and members of the 
committee. 
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As usual, I find it a privilege to appear before you on behalf of the 
Department of Defense in connection with the proposed military con- 
struction authorization bill for fiscal year 1959. 

Before proceeding with the details of this bill, however, I should 
like to thank this committee for the prompt response to our request 
for the supplemental fiscal is 1958 authorization which was pro- 
vided by Public Law 85-325. The availability of that authorization 
early this year has enabled us to expedite this important increment 
of our construction program. Contract advertisement has alre ady 
gotten underway for the projects authorized by Public Law 85-325, 
and by the end of June, we expect that approximately $330 million 
of these projects will have been advertised for bid, and that con- 
struction contracts covering this work totaling $220 million will have 
been awarded. 

Objectives of the bill: The construction projects comprising this 
bill, as the chairman has indicated to you, total $1,684,361,000, of 
which $347,028,000 is for the Ar my, $301,062,000 for the Navy, $986,- 

271,000 for the Air Force, and $50 million for the Department of 
Defense. 

All of the items for which construction authorization is requested 
are in support of our retaliatory and defensive forces, and the major 
portion is in support of new programs which are part of the scientific 
and technical advances that are rapidly being made in our weapons 
systems. For example, $545 million in this bill, or 32 percent, is 
directly in support of our missile programs, and their associated nu- 
clear capability; approximately $230 million or 14 percent, is re- 
quested for expanded radar defense systems; $208 million or 12 
percent, is for improving the capabilities of the Strategic Air Com- 
mand; and $178 million or 11 percent, is for research and develop- 
ment, for antimissile missiles, and for the facilities covered by title 
IV which are required to support outer space projects. Substantial 
amounts are also included in support of submarine and antisub- 
marine activities, fighter aircraft programs, and combat training. 

Development and review of the bill: I again wish to assure the 
committee that each project in this bill was individu: lly and specifi- 

cally reviewed and screened, in order to assure that the facilities being 
requested were strictly limited only to those definitely required to 
properly support the missions assigned to our military forces. 

During the examination of this program in my Office, and in the 
other offices of the Secret ary of Defense, particular care was taken 
to verify that those projects selected for inclusion in this bill were 
needed to support long-term future objectives, military plans, and 
force levels. 

We are well aware that heavy expenditures for new weapons will 
create a tremendous financial burden for the next several years. For 
this reason, the items requested in this bill have been strictly limited 
to those for which a compelling military necessity exists. Projects 
which were merely desirable, but not essential, have been eliminated. 
Moreover, those projects which were approved for inclusion in this 
bill were each scruntinized from the standpoint of size, cost, location, 
and proper designs. Uniform space and design criteria were ap- 
plied throughout the three departments. 
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Questionable projects were discussed in detail with the respective 
service representatives, and this year, as a result of our review and 
screening procedures, the programs submitted by all of the depart- 
ments were reduced from their original total of $2,248 million, to an 
approved total of $1,694,160,000. Then, the Bureau of the Budget 
conducted a still further review, during which the program was fur- 
ther reduced to $1,684,361,000, which is the amount now before your 
committee. We feel that this is the minimum amount needed to 
satisfactorily support the missions assigned to our military forces. 

Summary of the bill: In order to present to the committee in brief 
form the major construction activities which are proposed by this 
legislation, a summary of the most important projects in titles I, IT, 
and IIT is given, showing the amount and percentage of authoriza- 
tion devoted to each. A further analysis is also provided showing a 
summation of the various categories of facilities for which authoriza- 
tion is requested in each of the three titles. 

Summary of program objectives contained in title I (Army): 
$137,215,000 for construction of Nike, Hawk, and Missile Master fa- 
cilities, in both continental United States and overseas areas, amount- 
ing to 39.5 percent. 

$38,640,000 for troop housing in the continental United States and 
overseas areas including $29 million for permanent barracks, messes, 
and administration and supply buildings, to accommodate 10,768 en- 
listed men, and $3.2 million for permanent BOQ spaces to accommo- 
date 372 officers. The remaining $6.4 million will provide 3,644 semi- 
permanent barracks spaces and 663 BOQ spaces at temporary in- 
stallations in the continental United States and in overseas areas. 

That group amounts to 11.1 percent. 

$31,280,000 for construction of facilities in support of classified 
projects in overseas areas, amounting to 9 percent. 

$29,195,000 for classified facilities in support of the Nike-Zeus pro- 
gram in the continental United States and in overseas areas, amount- 
ing to 8.4 percent. 

$25,000,000 for construction of necessary facilities required by 
changes in Army missions, new weapons developments, new and un- 
foreseen research and development requirements, or improved pro- 
duction schedules, amounting to 7.2 percent. 

$17,481,000 for the construction of training facilities, to include 
$3.4 million for an academic building at Fort Lee, Va.; $2.3 million 
for an academic building at Fort Sill, Okla.; and $7.9 million for 
classroom and laboratory buildings at Fort Bliss, Tex., all compris- 
ing 5 percent of the total. 

$10,247,000 for fee acquisition of 551 acres at 3 named installations, 
and fee acquisition of 3,402 acres and easement over 7,845 acres at 
various Nike and other antiaircraft installations, totaling 3.0 per- 
cent of the program. 

$9,931,000 for research, development and test facilities in the con- 
tinental United States, 2.9 percent. 

$7,269,000 for essential airfield and heliport facilities at major 
installations throughout the United States and in overseas areas to 
support the Army’s aviation program, 2.1 percent. 

$6,583,000 for the construction of hospital and medical facilities, to 
include $1.9 million for a 50/100 bed hospital at Carlisle Barracks, 
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Pa., and $3.3 million for a 125/200 bed hospital at Fort McClellan, 
Ala., comprising 1.9 percent. 

$5,844,000 for the United States Military Academy, to provide a 
new cadet barracks building (526 spaces), alterations to the existing 
hospital, and modernization of facilities at Camp Buckner, 1. 
percent. 

$4,063,000 for maintenance and storage facilities and miscellaneous 
support items along the line of communication in France, 1.2 percent. 

431,000 for community, welfare, and morale facilities in the 

United States and in overseas areas to include commissaries, service 
clubs, NCO clubs, chapels, hobby shops, post exchanges, and libraries, 
1.0 percent. 

$20,849,000 for continuation of other essential programs to include 
administrative facilities; covered, open and ammunition storage 
facilities; waterfront facilities; post engineer facilities; field main- 
tenance shops; and utilities, to include electricity, water, heat, roads 
and streets, and ground improvements, comprising 6.0 percent. 

$347,028,000 is the total 100.0 percent. 

The CHarrMan. Put in the record the table on page 6 Mr. Bryant. 

Secretary Bryant. Yes, sir. 

The Cuamman. Turn tothe Navy. 

Secretary Bryant. This is just an analysis of title I (Army) by 
category, which will be inserted in the record. 

(The table follows :) 


Analysis of title I (Army) by category type of facilities to be provided 


[Dollar amounts in millions} 














1 

Zone of | 
Categories the | Percent} Overseas |Percent| Total | Percent 

Interior | | 

eee ig eg a eh heen 
1. Operational and training-_-- ‘ $127.0 36.6 $40. 2 11.6 | $167.2 48.2 
2. Maintenance and production___--..._.--.---| 12.1 | 3.5 8) 24 12.9 3.7 
3. Research, development and test... ___- mTi | BT 19.4] 5.6| 39.1 11.3 
aire cdnd sek acivecenscnecs el ie Maaiianasl 1.0) 32) IL 3.2 
5. Hospital and medical --.................-- am 6.4 | 1.9 | + ee } 6.5 1.9 
S AGuUMpsreuve...........-.----...<-..-..-.--| 9.6 2.8 eB 9.7 } 2.8 
7. Housing and community-.-.-.--.--.--..----| 42.9) 12.4 4.5) 1.3] 47.4 | 13.7 
8. Utilities and ground improvements - _- 9.7 2.8 | 8.2 | 2.3 | 17.9 5.1 
Se IUNG dikb enc cwksnt ce eccccnn 7.2 | 2.1 | 3.0 8 |} 10. 2 | 2.9 
I io le oan cicucemaino mers 25.0 7.2 sides Ee 25.0 | 7.2 
| ee ee 
Te SS 259. 7 75.0 87.3 25. 0 347.0 | 100. 0 





| 
| 


Secretary Bryant. The summary of objectives contained in title 
IT for the Navy is next: 

$62,853,000 for research, development, and test facilities, including 
classified items and Polaris facilities at 7 continental United States 
installations, 20.9 percent. 

$43,352,000 for new and improved operational communications, and 
depot facilities at continental and overseas installations to support the 
needs of the expanding submarine and antisubmarine operations, 
14.4 percent. 

$40,499,000 for facilities to support the training of personnel, in- 
cluding $14.8 million for a naval air facility at Andrews Air Force 
Base; $14.1 million at two naval air training bases; $4.6 million at 
the Armed Forces Staff College, Norfolk, Va., for joint service staff 
training, and $2.8 million at three installations for nuclear propulsion 
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and guided-missile training; and $4.2 million at Naval Training 
Center, San Diego, Calif., for a communications school, all comprising 
13.5 percent. 

$37,799,000 for troop housing in the continental United States, in- 
cluding $17.4 million for barracks and messhalls for 6,671 enlisted 
personnel at 6 installations; $14.2 million for dormitory, classroom, 
and administrative facilities for 1,100 midshipmen at the Naval 
Academy, Annapolis; and $6.2 million for quarters for 779 officers 
and 150 aviation cadets at 5 naval air installations, comprising 12.6 

ercent. 

$26,057,000 for improvement of naval air shore establishments to 
meet requirements which result from the modernization of the fleet 
to increase its striking power, including $9.3 million as an additional 
increment in the development of the new Naval Air Station, Lemoore, 
Calif.; $8.7 million for facilities at the Naval Air Station, Harvey 
Point, N. C.; and $8 million for runway extensions at one continental 
and one overseas air station, com cieuig 8.7 percent. 

Mr. Kitpay. May I ask the Chair? go 1 can follow it as I go 
through ? 

The Cuarrman. Yes. 

Mr. Kipay. I notice on page 2 it is stated $50 million to the De- 
partment of Defense. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

Mr. Kirpay. I am wondering if that is distributed through the 
figures you are now giving, or it 1s a separate part. 

Secretary Bryant. No, sir. 

The Cuatrman. No, sir. It is a lump-sum amount of money. 

Secretary Bryant. That is right. 

The Cuarrman. When we reach that item in the bill, we will make 
considerable inquiry in regard to it. 

But I may state it is for the purpose of carrying out the authority 
in regard to advanced research, in that law. 

Mr. Kitpay. I was just wondering if I should look for them as 
I went through. 

The Cuarmman. No. 

Secretary Bryant. That is correct. 

The Cuatrman. I may say this: I have examined it. The only 
thing I find: I think we must require the Secretary to make a report. 

Secretary Bryant. Yes, sir. 

The CHarrman. Back to Congress as to how he spends the $50 
million. 

Secretary Bryant. Yes. I understand. 

The Cuarrman. We can do that when we come to that item in 
the bill. 

Go ahead. 

Secretary Bryant. $25 million for facilities becoming necessary 
due to changes in the missions of naval installations, new weapons 
development, unforeseen research and development requirements or 
improved production schedules, comprising 8.3 percent. 

$19,618,000 for guided-missile facilities at 3 continental and 1 over- 
seas installation to support the Navy programs of development, test, 
evaluation, training, and storage of guided missiles, comprising 6.5 
percent. 
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$15,282,000 for the improvement of waterfront facilities and dredg- 
ing at Submarine Base, New London; Naval Base, Norfolk; Naval 
Shipyard, San Francisco; and Naval Air Station, Ford Island, T. H., 
to accommodate the nuclear submarines and large Forrestal class car- 
riers; and additional waterfront and base facilities at Naval Air Sta- 
tion, Mayport, Fla., to accommodate increased operational require- 
ments, comprising 5.1 percent. 

$6,209,000 for marine training facilities, including $2.9 million at 
Marine Corps Base, Camp Pendleton, Calif., and $3.2 million at the 
Marine Corps air facilities, New River, N. C., and Santa Ana, Calif., 
in support of new equipment and techniques, comprising 2.1 percent. 

$2,172,000 for fee acquisition of 1,337 acres and easements over 399 
acres of land, including $732,000 for runway extensions at 3 conti- 
nental and 1 overseas installation and $1,440,000 for base expan- 
sion at Naval Air Station, Mayport, Fla., 0.7 percent. 

$22,221,000 for facilities essential to the suppert of other programs 
and the naval operating forces, including improvements and mod- 
ernization of utilities, communications, medical facilities, storage, site 
development, and other miscellaneous support items, comprising 7.2 
percent. 

$301,062,000 is the total, 100 percent. 

And by the same teken, I presume, Mr. Chairman, you will ask 
the analysis on the next page to be inserted in the record ¢ 

The CuarrMan. Yes, insert it in the record. 

(The table follows :) 


Analysis of title II (Navy), by category type of facilities to be provided 


[Dollar amounts in millions] 


Categories Zone of | Percent) Overseas |Percent) Total | Percent 

Interior | 
a | ane rir —_—-|—-— afeesepietemmien |- 4 - 
1. Operational and training --_- saebet $82. 9 27.5 $10.5 | 3.5 $93. 4 | 31.0 
2. Maintenance and production________- 20.8 6.9 at a 20.9 | 7.0 
3. Research, development, and test_....._._._- 69.5 23.1 |. aolde 69.5 23.1 
Cs oss Fe ; P 4.1 1.4 | 3.8 1,2 | 7.9 | 2.6 
5. Hospital and medical i a 9.9 3.3 9.9 | 3.3 
6. Administrative-_.____- Pokeane < ‘i 1.1 | Yh ae eS sau 1.1 | a 
7. Housing and community-. aan ; 41.2 13.7 3 aA 41.5 13.8 
8. Utilities and ground improvements 27.3 | 9.1 | 1.4 .5 28.7 | 9. 6 
9. Real estate... _____...__- a cad ; 3.0 1.0 | 1 2 3.1 | s 
sk i es ee Tae mate E 25. 0 8.4 | 25.0 | 8.4 
AR een ee 284.8 94.5 16.2 5.5 301.0 | 100. 0 


The Cuatrman. The Air Force. 

Secretary Bryant. Summary of program objectives contained in 
title III (Air Force) : 

$174,644,000 for construction of facilities at bases in the United 
States, required for the dispersal of Strategic Air Command units, 
17.7 percent. 

$165,900,000 for construction of necessary facilities in support of 
ballistic missiles, 16.8 percent. 

$125,239,000 for additional facilities and utilities projects required 
in support of aircraft and warning stations in the United States, 
Alaska, and Canada, 12.7 percent. 

$121,741,000 for construction of necessary facilities in support 
of the Bomarc missile at various locations in the United States, 12.3 
percent. 
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$42,851,000 for troop housing and dining facilities in the conti- 
nental United States and overseas areas, including $27,319,000 for 
13,205 airmen dormitory spaces; $1,163,000 for rehabilitation of 847 
existing dormitory spaces; $7,159,000 for 831 bachelor officer quar- 
ters spaces and $7,210,000 for dining halls; all of these comprising 
4.3 percent. 

$40,385,000 for construction of 5 additional Sage centers and for 
other support facilities for the continued buildup of the present Sage 
system, 4.1 percent. 

$35,321,000 for the construction of facilities required to reduce 
operational and training deficiencies at various Air Force bases, 3.6 

percent. 

PY429,600,000 for construction of necessary facilities in support of 
strategic missiles at various locations in the United States, 3.0 per- 
cent. 

$27,307,000 for the construction of maintenance shops required to 
reduce deficiencies at various locations worldw ide, 2.8 percent. 

$25 million for the eastern extension of the DEW line, $2.5 percent. 

$25 million for the construction of necessary facilities required by 
changes in Air Force missions, new-weapons developments, new and 
unforeseen research and development requirements, or improved pro- 
duction schedules, 2.5 percent. 

$20,633,000 for the construction of facilities in support of Strate- 
gic Air ¢ ‘ommand missions at overseas bases, 2.1 percent. 

$19,506,000 for the construction of necessary facilities in support 
of fighter interceptor squadrons, and the continued development of 
the F ‘ighter Weapons Employment Center, 2.0 percent. 

$19,082,000 for community, welfare, and morale facilities in the 
United States and in overseas areas, 1.9 percent. 

$18,937,000 for the expansion of Andrews Air Force Base to ac- 
commodate Air Force units now located at Bolling Air Force Base 
and Washington National Airport, 1.9 pereee 

$18,593,000 for the construction of hospital and medical facilities, 
including $16,137,000 for new 50-bed hospitals at the following 
locations : 

Glasgow Air Force Base, Mont. ; 
Grand Fork Air Force Base, N. Dak. ; 
K. I. Sawyer Air Force Base, Mich. ; 
Kinross Air Force Base, Mich. : 
Wurtsmith Air Force Base, Mich. ; 
Beale Air Force Base, Calif. ; 
Richard Bong Air Force Base, Wis. ; 
all totaling 1.8 percent. 

$13,356,000 for construction of Missile Master facilities at various 
locations in the continental United States, 1.4 percent. 

$12,471,000 for research and development facilities at various loca- 
tions in the United States, 1.3 percent. 

$8,638,000 for construction of necessary facilities in support of the 
Matador missile at various locations ov erseas, 0.9 percent. 

$7,558,000 for the construction and moder nization of facilities at 
Air Materiel Command depots in the United States, 0.8 percent. 

$1,652,000 for fee acquisition of 2,078 acres ($1,363. 000) at 26 named 
installations and easement over 3,400 acres ($289,000) at 15 named 
installations and 7 aircraft and warning sites, 0.2 percent. 
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$32,857,000 for facilities supporting other essential programs world- 
wide, including utilities items, administrative facilities, and classified 
projects, 3.4 percent. 

$986,271 ,000 is the total, 100.0 percent. 

I would likewise offer for the record the analysis of title III by 
category. 

The Cuarrman. Without objection. 

(The table follows :) 


Analysis of title III (Air Force), by category type of facilities to be provided 


{Dollar amounts in millions] 
































Categories | Zone of | Percent} Overseas | Percent} Total | Percent 
Interior 

1. Operational and training --_--._- $560. 4 | 56.8 $121.8; 12.4 $682. 2 69. 2 
2. Maintenance and production ____ 50. 2 | 5.1 14.2 1.4 64.4 6.5 
3. Research, development, and test Ea 12.5 | Teg eiceeead cece a ce 12.5 1.3 
6 SA, FES oo di db ate nt Sidulioc aickd 26.8 | 27 9.2 9 36.0 | 3.6 
5. Hospital and medical... .-. tt ncephlenitapeed 17.9 1.8 . 1 18. 6 1.9 
ES We eee eee ee eee eee 4.1 4 VRE wdbkee cel 4.3 .4 
7. Housing and community -................... | 48.0 | 4.9 14.0 1.4 62.0 6.3 
8. Utilities and ground improvements ____..-.. 64.7 | 6.6 14.6 1.5 79.3 8.1 
Py NO ood iso i ds ds Abd docs incnicensad | 2.0 | BAR.654. cts s'Sé batho ened 2.0 .2 
a a 25.0 | Tae dD henumdamiecdeniee 25.0 2.5 
eel 811.6 82.3 174.7 17.7 | 986. 3 100.0 





Secretary Bryant. Status of military construction authorizations: 
In order that the committee may review the status of all military con- 
struction authorization through fiscal years 1948 to date, the follow- 
ing summary is provided (all figures represent $1 million). 

Mr. Chairman, you made some summary of this earlier. 

The Cuarrman. I would put this in the record. 

Secretary Bryant. Thank you, sir. With your permission, I will 
offer the Status of Military Construction Authorizations, for the 
record. 

(The tabulation follows:) 


Status of military construction authorizations 


{In millions] 
































| 
Army | Navy |Air Force | Total 
Total authorizations, fiscal year 1948 through fiseal year 1958.__| $4, 401 $3,734 | $12, 168 $20, 303 
Less unfunded authorizations repealed and rescinded through | 
fiscal year 1957--......---- —629 —324 | —1,119 —2, 072 
Less estimated unfunded authorization to be repealed by sec. 
ae NT iin on inn case p abs eckis sinh wea —51 —17 —164 —232 
Less appropriations, fiscal year 1948 through fiscal year 1958....| —3,358 | —3,012| —9,617 — 15, 987 
Less dollar equivalent of counterpart fund sen tas utilized 
Soe meses weer BNG..g. - 44...) f.- 20 ny -b 4-5 . 0 | —26 —53 —79 
————| — — — 
Residual authorization to be available at end of fiscal year 
Sees. .2..>. 363 355 | 1, 215 1, 933 
Additional new authorization proposed by fiscal year 1959 bill +347 +301 +986 +1, 634 
Increases in prior vom ’s authorization proposed oy fiscal year | 
1959 bill... -_-- | +14 +16 +18 +48 
Total of fiscal year 1958 residual and proposed fiscal year 
1959 authorizations. _-__............._.-- 724 672 2, 219 3, 615 
Less unfunded authorization to be repealed rs sec. 507 of fiscal | 
year 1959 bill ~ —168 | —73 —787 —1, 028 
Less proposed fiscal year 1959 appropriation - —341 —360 —992 —1, 693 
Less counterpart fund pesetas proposed for utilization in fiscal 
ee et ee eS he eC a cad | 0 | —15 —25 —40 
Residual authorization to be available at end of fiscal year 
Bw cercna igh SEA gh Enh Ss date Bhiinbidepbbiédsayoaads 215 224 415 854 
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Secretary Bryant. This tabulation illustrates that the amount of 
residual authorization available to the three military departments 
is being steadily reduced each fiscal year. This means that each 
year the lowest. priority projects are eliminated through the annual 
rescission of unfunded authorization, as provided under section 507 
of this bill. 

Consequently, the balance of residual authorization left available 
consists of both urgently needed projects, and other projects for 
—— the requirement has changed due to revisions in missions and 

yeapons. The military departments are each using part of their 
anntial construction appropriations to assure continued progress on 
the most urgent of these residual projects. The remainder of their 
annual appropriation is applied to essential new project authoriza- 
tions. 

It is necessary that a proper balance and control be maintained 
between these two segments of the program, so that construction can 
satisfactorily proc eed on both residual and new authorization, at a 
rate which is in proper relationship to the funds the Defense Depart- 
ment can make available for military construction. 

In order to achieve this, the amount of new project authorization 
requested this year has been closely limited. It is intended to fund 
and utilize all of this new authorization during fiscal year 1959. 

Construction activities now in progress: The obligation of funds 
for military construction is now actively underway, and will ac- 
celerate rapidly during the next several months. It is expected that 
a total of $1,650 million will be obligated during fiscal year 1958, 
and that this high rate of construction activity w ill continue through- 
out the first quarter and part of the second quarter of fiscal year 
1959. 

Every effort is being made to attain maximum output, in con- 
formity with Senate Concurrent Resolution 69. However, no change 
has been made in work standards, program management, or contract- 
ing procedures which would cause waste of construction funds. 
Contracts are being advertised only after design has been completed 
and checked, and the scope of the work to be undertaken carefully 
determined and defined, in order to prevent expensive contract 
revisions. 

Except under unusual circumstances, all contracts are being 
awarded on a competitive basis to the lowest responsible bidder, and 
during the 6-month period ending December 31, 1957, 94 percent. of 
all work placed under contract was handled in this manner. Every 
effort will be made to continue our practices of advertising for bids 
on the open market. Reports on this important aspect of our con- 
tracting activity will continue to be made to this committee semi- 
annually, as required by section 505 of Public Law 241, 85th Con- 
gress. Placement. of contracts by negotiation will be utilized only 
where such procurement is in the interest of national defense. 

Real estate: The real property under military control includes 
property owned, leased, used by permit, easement, and various oecu- 
pancy rights (foreign base agreements). As of June 30, 1957, the mili- 
tary departments controlled approximately 35 million acres of land 
throughout the world. This land, together with the i improvements had 
an or iginal cost to the United States of $24.8 billion. 
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The real estate under military control may be grouped as follows: 
27.3 million acres in the United States, together with improvements 
thereon having an original cost of $19.5 billion; 5 million acres in 
the Territories and possessions, together with the improvements 
thereon, having an original cost of $2.6-billion; and 2.7 million acres 
in foreign countries, together with the improvements thereon, having 
an original cost of $2.7 billion. 

The real property acreage under military control in the United 
States consists of the following: 


Acres 
a a cenenminsthomeptbier poiniene 7, 669, 150 
I a iil ld Sa scn nse eaninsisleaienewenmereineal 15, 067, 168 
I a tle ener pe alenincharcigesnasmnigas Apeeaenags estos 2, 824, 670 
I cach Ned tales adh eter anc bccn aw Bebb tnaw endo ew Selah dvs eed 1, 722, 558 
III eis cn eben aiaiasniomeenss iia etal aa eave te ticar ations sivcelinici cca 67, 408 
a ee aaa ones eran ates te reg gira ee as ees aooes mache ah ane Ghee ee 27, 350, 954 


Attention is invited to the fact that over half of the land under 
military control is public domain land that has never been on the tax 
rolls. Only 7,669,150 acres of land under military control have been 
removed from the tax rolls in the United States. 

The 27.3 million acres under military control in the United States 
is approximately 1.4 percent of the total land area in the United 
States. The United States Government owns 408.5 million acres of 
land in the United States or 21.5 percent of the total land area in the 
United States. 

The Department of Defense is continuing its eflorts to dispose of the 
maximum practicable amount of real property, and during the period 
August 27, 1955, to April 1, 1958, a total of 469 installations, or por- 
tions thereof, consisting of 1,841,076 acres of land, representing an 
acquisition cost of $707,910,000, were determined te be excess within 
the meaning of the Federal Property and Administrative Services 
Act of 1949, as amended. Altogether, the property so determined, 
and that which currently is being examined within the Department 
of Defense consists of 6,077,501 acres of land on 717 separate installa- 
tions, which represents an acquisition cost of $1,756, 932,000. 

New weapons systems continue to be the principal user of addi- 
tional acreage being added to our inventory. However, the use of 
existing bases for such sites, wherever available, and the use of exist- 
ing bases for support facilities kept new acquisition to a minimum and 
reduced the cost of constructing support facilities. Some examples of 
this practice are the use of Camp Cooke, Calif., as a joint missile 
facility and the use of Francis E. Warren Air Force Base in Wyoming 
as a support location for an ICBM site. 

A summary of the real estate acquisitions proposed in titles I, IT, 
and III of the bill is shown in the following tabulation, which I will 
not, Mr. Chairman, take the trouble to read, but offer it for the record. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 
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[Dollar amounts in thousands] 


eee 

















| 
Fee acquisi- | Fee Easement Easement Total 
| tion acquisition 
- -_——= ee —— Bilas os — ee 
Acres Cost .. Acres Cost Cost 
Army. - 4 3, 952. 89 $5, 957.0 7, 845 $4, 290.0 $10, 247.0 
Navy..--- é bods Juke -| 1, 337 2, 008. 0 399 164.0 2, 172.0 
po ee 2, 078. 41 1, 362. 5 3, 400. 49 289. 3 1, 651. 8 
Ns oe ee RB iit 7, 368. 30 9, 327.5 11, 644. 49 4, 743. 3 14, 070.8 





1 Land in addition to that shown above will be required for aircraft control and warning, ballistic missiles, 
and strategic missiles at various locations where the exact acreage and cost have not yet been established. 





Secretary Bryant. As you have indicated, in my opinion it is en- 
couraging that. it is smaller than has been the case in the past. 

New bases: The utilization of new weapons and the assignment of 
new missions require that certain new bases be provided. A list 
of the new bases which are in this bill at unclassified locations is shown 
below. In addition to this, other new bases which are necessary to 
support certain classified activities are also included in this bill. 
Details on this latter type of new bases can be given during subsequent 
closed sessions, 

I will not take the trouble—— 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

Secretary Bryant. Unless you wish it—— 

The CuHarrMan. Put that in the record. 

Secretary Bryant. To read these, but submit them for the record. 

(The table follows :) 























! 
Department i Name of base Location Purpose 
Air Force. Sundance Air Force Station.....| Sundance, Wyo__-_- .....-| Aireraft control and 

| warning radar station. 

BOs.n. Union City Air Force Station._._| Union pg | ob ‘Termn_.._. Do. 

Do.. ..| Hastings Air Force Station. ... Hastings, Nebr..........--- Do. 

Do ...| Pickstown Air Force Station. Lake Andes, . I tec cienssld Do. 

Do ...| Lompoe Air Force Station. Lompoc, Gum... 2k3. 26 Do. 

Do P-Rla........ ‘ ai Dallas Center, lowa._.......| Gap filler radar site. 

BI Ss ncliebeists PE de acgeteks coded oewe .-..--| Alpena, Mich_. dacé-¥e< Do. 

Bs cis Gh Pic concinn ine Fibre, Mich mid Do. 

I Scicdecee PTOI chic tip inca hance hc eoapeleligd Grand Marais, Mich __..... Do. 

6. 5 ca a Se te F Richlands Center, Mich. _. Do. 

Do-_.. Ie Ee hat tndvn seh tgatip nal Marblehead, a aE Do. 

RR | ctcusrsvevcsdeess | BNE SEE a obs eih Do. 

Do £88 SEE Exons So wataawatn mon: scene SONS BEG ks dé gematcsen Do. 





The CHatrman. Goto military housing. 

Secretary Bryant. Now, military family housing 

I need not emphasize to this committee the importance of adequate 
family housing to the retention of skilled, career military personnel, 
the great majority of whom are married. I am pleased to report 
that “during the past year excellent progress has been made in two 
principal military family housing programs: Capehart and Wherry 
acquisition. At the same time, the Defense Department has given 
considerable study to the overall problem of construction, manage- 
ment, and maintenance of family housing, in order to determine 
the best means to achieve uniform standards, maximum efficiency, 
and economy. The authority to operate inadequate public quarters 
on a rental basis is being vigorously implemented by the military 
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departments. Two areas of some concern are the extremely slow 
progress in the surplus commodity program, and the taxation of 
Wherry projects remaining in private hands. 

Magnitude of need: Currently, there are 679,000 officers and upper 
grade | enlisted men who require family housing. To meet this need, 
there are in being or planned a total of 515,000 adequate housing units; 
173,000 private “units, 283,000 military controlled units in being or 
under construction, and 59,000 units ple anned for construction under 
our various programs. Thus, the projected deficit is on the order 
of 164,000 units. A summary of our requirements versus our assets 
is set forth here, and in more detail on table No.1. (See p. 7066.) 

Military family housing requirements and assets: 

Unless you wish me to go into detail— 

The CHamman. That is right, put that in the record. 

(The table follows :) 


Military family housing requirements and assets 


| 











} : . a 
| Total | Army Navy Air Forces 
- ae _ — o ae j — _ —_ ED —— — =e — 
| | | 
Gross requirements, June 30, 1958 = 678, 500 | 246, 400 | 1 167, 300 2¢4, 600 
Assets \existing and under contract) | 455, 800 154, 300 | 112, 250 182, 250 
Military controlled__....._.....--- ; | 282, 800 110, 300 | 68, 250 104, 250 
i cc cun eweans 173, 000 44, 000 51, 000 78, 000 
Current deficit — 7 y 222, 700 92, 100 48, 250 82, 350 
Planned construction (military) ---- paid } 58, 600 12, 200 | 8, 550 37, 850 


Projected deficit__.._.._- — 164, 100 79, 900 39, 700 44, 590 


i Shore-based personnel only. 


Secretary Bryant. I should like to comment here that the 164,000 
deficit figure does not represent a programing target. As a matter 
of caution we never provide for more than 90 percent of gross re- 
quirements, so that a minimum of 68,000 units should be ees acted 
to allow for this 10 percent safety factor. Furthermore, overall 
gross requirements are expected to drop by about 20,000 units by 
the end of fiscal year 1959. Our unfulfilled requirement for pro- 
graming in fiscal ved 1960 and later years will therefore be on 
the order of 70,000 units, worldwide. 

This year’ bill: Section 406 of Public Law 241, 85th Congress, pro- 
vided that effective July 1, 1958, no family housing project could 
be placed under contract unless the actual number of units involved 
had been specifically authorized by the annual military construction 
authorization bill. Therefore, we have included in this year’s bill 
for the first time, line items for family housing to be developed 
under the Capehart t and surplus commodity programs and to be ac- 
quired permissively under the Wherry acquisition program. A sum- 
mary of the family housing authorizations proposed in this bill is 
set forth below. The 935 appropriated fund units consist of 158 
Army units and 777 Air Force units, mostly at foreign locations where 
there is no possibility for surplus commodity programs. 

The Cuarrman. Put the table in the record. 
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| Number units of—~ } 
adie at a ereT gehen a Total 
Capehart in Surplus | | 
| bill | commodity | MCA in bill | 
| | in bill | > | 
sn ERD i te ee _| | | 
Army .......-.---. , ch Gaerne | 11, 477 | 934 158 | 12, 569 
es , iigvatsnedeiseael 8, 263 | 543 | 0 | 8, 806 
PD ac nc pid ean n cna pihiccpariepeenegibeal 30, 376 | 5, 196 777 | 36, 349 
| icendta-biaeenniitasettolstonadianihdsesdsieabotbanel s tulsdincip pahdibeanial 





i ie-heatdiisine wie Ginna bien attain nadibeadatied: 50, 116 | 6, 673 935 57, 724 


Secretary Bryant. In addition to the above, title III contains a 
request for authorization for the acquisition by Air Force of 9,374 
permissive Wherry units. 

Although many of these projects have previously been approved 
by my office and cleared by this committee under the requirements 
of section 419, Public Law 968, 84th Congress, they have been in- 
cluded in this year’s bill as a safety measure in the event contracts 
cannot be awarded prior to July 1. For example, authorization to 
award contracts is requested for 50,116 units under the Capehart pro- 
gram. Of these, 36,524 units have already been cleared by this 
committee under section 419, and 13,592 units have not been cleared. 
Most of the latter area are in projects which have only recently 
been approved by my office and have never been reported to the com- 
mittee. The status of each Capehart line item with respect to clear- 
ance under section 419 is shown in table No. 2. (See p. 7066.) 

The Capehart program: Until recently the Capehart program had 
been seriously hampered by a shortage of private capital under 
the old 4 percent interest ceiling. However, pursuant to a request 
by my office during testimony on March 4, 1958, before the Senate 
Housing Subcommittee, Congress has raised the interest ceiling to 
414 percent, and a going market rate of 414 percent has been estab- 
lished for this program. As of May 13, a total of 41,209 units were 
either completed or under construction, and 5,972 of these have been 
started since March 4. 

Of these recent starts, 3,527 units totaling $53,288,000 were fi- 
nanced with Federal National Mortgage Association purchase com- 
mitments, and 2,445 units totaling $38,493,000 were financed with 
private long-term capital. Our present schedule calls for contracts 
to be signed between May 13 and June 30 for 24 projects with 10,820 
units totaling $164,697,000, all with private funds. This means that 
private investments in Capehart mortgages should almost double 
within a 6-week period. The anticipated continued availability of 
substantial private investment capital leads us to believe that dur- 
ing the first half of fiscal year 1959 the Capehart program should be 
able to proceed with construction starts at the rate of about 5,000 
units ($80 million) per month. 

To summarize the Capehart program briefly, as of May 13, 1958, 
the Office of the Secretary of Defense has approved for development 
a total of 280 projects containing 99,223 units; 48 of these projects, 
containing 9,377 units, are presently deferred pending further eval- 
uation of need. As shown on the attached summary table No. 3 
(p. 7068), these units are in the following stages of development. 
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The CuHarrman. I will let the following figures speak for them- 
selves, sir. Put that in the record. 
(The table follows :) 








Projects | Units 














a elie a eral nse nell elalnteeds re cemeneneita oibannnde ened isteibas 280 99, 223 
a a I co neielissbdienmnndinieeinen mines 19 5, 483 
Under contract _____--- iss rab lad cn cnth <Wic kee gi tlicindn tcp ercabccedb pln wean 70 25, 726 
ORION, SONG on os cicctkantnant ecensunddestewbncoe~ccocesecncoss+ 21 11, 144 
os candy bli eblinicipndosnicivr cdhasnaniensoomedagiapiteiniaiiacsionl 41 11, 646 
IIE Sa Socenthcchaccharisdnsubeee ce isdpteséckininnpbetot we 129 35, 224 





Secretary Bryant. Wherry acquisition: The Wherry acquisition 
program has been proceeding at a most satisfactory rate. Of the 
total of 83,718 units in the Department of Defense Wherry program, 


oO” 


acquisitions to May 9, 1958, total 37,776 units, divided as follows: 


Units 
tS screen eltieleeiel 9, 990 
ae i a sceees hana dibviehaacnimendqiniebs Seeneneaientaiedean 1, 073 
I ne cain etn mnimebionb cs werineamrtegiandionanin 26, 733 


In addition to the above, 9,064 units (2,819 Army and 6,245 Navy) 
are scheduled for acquisition prior to June 30, 1958. Of the June 30 
cumulative total of almost 47,000 units, about 26,000 were mandatory, 
the balance permissive. 

At present, acquisitions subsequent to fiscal year 1958 are scheduled 
for about 18,000 units, including the 9,374 permissive Air Force units 
proposed in this bill. This leaves about 19,000 units for which no 
acquisition is presently contemplated, because there is no specific 
requirement or need for acquisition at this time. 

Wherry taxation: The taxation of unacquired Wherry projects by 
local taxing authorities is causing us considerable concern. Section 
511 of Public Law 1020, 84th Congress, provides that taxes on such 
projects shall not exceed the amount of taxes on other similar property 
of similar value, and further provides that the taxes shall be reduced 
by the amount of Federal payments to local authorities for school 
aid, plus the amounts expended by the Federal Government or the 
owner for services and facilities customarily rendered by the local 
taxing authority. 

Authority to determine the amouts to be deducted has been dele- 
gated to the Secretaries of the three military departments. Deter- 
minations have been made in many cases, but their acceptance by 
local tax authorities is by no means general or uniform. In some 
cases, perhaps a third of those made to date, the tax deduction is 
accepted, and the case is then settled. In the remaining cases the 
local tax authorities either refuse to acknowledge the tax deduction 
at all, in effect questioning its constitutionality, or while acceptin 
the principle, find points of disagreement on the amounts Laculved. 

As a result we now face an increasing number of cases where litiga- 
tion will indefinitely postpone the orderly resolution of tax problems 
and the closely associated rent-increase problems. In this atmosphere 
we must decide whether to— 

(a) Allow rent increase to cover (and hold in escrow) the 
full amount of the tax, which would work an unjustified hard- 
ship on the occupants; or 
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(6) Allow rent increases to cover (and hold in escrow) the 
amount of the net tax after deductions, which would result in 
a loss by the Wherry sponsor in the event of an unfavorable 
court decision. 

Furthermore, the burden of litigation and its cost fall on the 
mortgagor and the mortgagee who, quite naturally, are then tempted 
to follow the simpler course of yielding to the full local tax and 
increasing the rental payments accordingly. 

Because of the wide variety of complications which have arisen 
in these cases, I have directed a survey of all Wherry tax problems 
in order to evaluate the effectiveness of our present program and to 
determine whether additional legislative sutheniéy is required. 

The surplus commodity program attacked is a summary showing 
its status which I have labeled “Table No. 4,” and which I will 
offer for the record. During the past 12 months, additional incre- 
ments have been added to the United Kingdom program, and new 
contracts have been developed in only three countries—France, Spain, 
and Morocco. Detailed reports are as follows: 

United Kingdom: The initial project of 1,500 units of housing in 
the United Kingdom is completed and occupied. A second incre- 
ment of 748 units and a third increment of 307 units, plus schools 
and chapels at certain of the locations, have been approved and are 
expected to be placed under construction before the end of the cur- 
rent fiscal year. A fourth increment of 1,840 units is planned for 
execution during fiscal year 1959. 

Italy: The project for 493 units of housing for United States mili- 
tary personnel in Italy has been approved for several months, and 
design work is complete. Actual construction has been long delayed 
pending final acquisition of building sites by the Italian Government 
(at no cost to the United States). This acquisition has now been 
completed and construction is expected to go forward in the near 
future. 

Spain: A project for 334 units of housing at the Naval Air Station, 
Rota, Spain, and a project for 92 units at 3 Air Force locations 
were placed under contract in the fall of 1957. In addition, a con- 
tract was executed for the in-leasing of 1,581 units of rental guaranty 
housing being constructed at Madrid, Sevilla, and Zaragoza. In 
this case it was possible, by executing a prepaid lease for 7 years 
under the surplus commodity housing program, to assure the com- 
pletion of this urgently required housing while keeping costs at the 
same levels which prevailed before the recent inflation of Spanish 
currency. Additional projects totaling 1,061 units of family housing 
are planned for execution in Spain during fiscal year 1959. These 
projects will be financed directly from title I, Public Law 480 funds, 
supplemented by 25 percent support in appropriate funds. 

France: The initial project of 2,700 units of housing at 19 locations 
in France was financed with the proceeds of a “barter” sale conducted 
by the Commodity Credit Corporation under the authority of its 
Charter Act. This construction is proceeding satisfactorily and is 
expected to be completed during the fall and winter of 1958-59. An 
additional project for 400 units of family housing in France is planned 
for execution during fiscal year 1959. This project will be financed 
from the proceeds of a Public Law 480, title I, sale of agricultural 
commodities to France. 
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Morocco: A contract has been signed for 500 units of family housing 
for the 3 Air Force bases in Morocco. This project. will consist of 
prefabricated houses purchased in Austria with the proceeds of sur- 
plus commodity sales to Austria under title I of Public Law 480. 

Site costs will be paid from Austrian currency and from appro- 
priated dollars. An additional project for 330 units of housing at 
the Naval Air Station, Port Lyautey, Morocco, will make use of 
prefabricated houses purchased in Finland with the proceeds of title 
I, Public Law 480, sales to Finland. The cost of site development 
and erection will be paid partly through the use of appropriated 
funds (not to exceed 25 percent of the funded cost) and will be accom- 
plished partly through the use of Seabee labor. 

Azores: It is planned to proceed during fiscal year 1959 with a 
project of 306 units of family housing at Lajes Air Force Base, 
Azores. The first increment of 135 units in this project will be sup- 
ported with existing title I funds which have accrued from the sale 
of surplus commodities to Portugal. Financing of the remainder 
of these houses will be developed through further surplus commodity 
sales. 

Japan: The original project of 1,700 units of family housing to be 
built at Army, Navy, and Air Force installations in Japan has now 
been reduced to 1,872 units as a result of the redeployment of United 
States forces in “Japan. No further housing construction is now 
aaa for Japan and the remaining Japanese yen have been re- 
eased for other uses. 

Alternatives to barter: While the Department of Defense is highly 
satisfied with the housing produced under the commodity barter pro- 
gram in France, it is recognized that the construction is only one as- 
pect of this complex transaction. The Department of Agriculture 
has informed us that sales of cotton and wheat under the French 

rogram displaced normal dollar sales, and that in the future any 
Ccetiaie barter transactions must be limited to commodity sales which 
-an be demonstrated to be additional to normal marketings. 

Under these circumstances we have no plans for further barter 
transactions either for military family housing or for military base 
construction in foreign countries, since it does not appear that trans- 
actions of any magnitude could be conducted under the revised barter 
program rules. 

Surplus commodity housing proposed for authorization in this 
bill includes only those projects for which there is some possibility of 
generating the necessary funds through country-to-country sales (title 
I of Public Law 480, 83d Cong.). 

However, the Iceland, Okinawa, and Philippine programs involve 
use of third country sales proceeds in Finland and Japan, and pros- 
pects are not bright. Although prospects are good for obtaining 
British sterling for the Bermuda project, it may be some time before 
final agreements can be reached with the Bermuda Government as to 
the use of land and other details. 

In view of the position taken by the Department of Agriculture 
on further barter transactions, and the limited potentiality of title 
I programs, consideration is being given to the advisability of recom- 
mending to the Armed Services Committees a return to the rental 
guaranty program for some areas, and the extensions of this program 
to the Pacific. 





§ 
i 





is 
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Rental of inadequate quarters: As you will recall, section 407 of 
Public Law 241, 85th Congress, authorized the operation of inade- 
quate public quarters on a rental basis. Under regulations recently 
issued, the occupants of such quarters will receive an “adjusted quar- 
ters allowance” which is equal to the full quarters allowance, less an 
amount equal to the “fair rental value” of the house, developed 
through the procedures set forth in BoB Circular A-45. 

I am pleased to report that this program is now well under way. 
The three departments have all issued their instructions, and work 
has been completed on approximately 5,600 units of an estimated total 
of 26,000 units. The occupants of these 5,600 units are now receiving 
the benefits of reduced housing cost, retroactive to January 1, 1958, and 
it is expected that review and final determinations can be made on the 
remainder before June 30, 1958. 

Specifically, the Army has completed its determinations of inade- 
quacy on 4, 400 units, out of an estimated total of 8,100 units, and has 
reviewed an additional 2,900 which were found to require further 
justification. 

The Navy has completed its determinations of inadequacy on 600 
units of an estimated total of 6,700 units. 

The Department of the Air Force has completed review of the report 
from one major command, and has determined 600 units to be inade- 
quate out of an estimated total of 11,200 units to be reviewed prior to 
June 30. 

From the reports which have been reviewed to date, it appears that 
the majority of these inadequate units, perhaps 95 percent, may be 
beyond economic repair, and must be demolished or otherwise disposed 
of within the next 2 years. We will review these determinations care- 
fully in order to reaflir m the necessity for proposed disposals. 

General provisions: These follow the pattern established in prior 
military construction acts, and a description of each is outlined below. 

Sections 501, 502, 503, 505, and 506 repeat similar provisions in 
Public Law 241, 85th Congress. 

Section 504 authorizes the use of existing unused authorization for 
family housing under previous Military Construction Authorization 
Acts (Public Law 765, 83d Cong.; Public Law 161, 84th Cong; and 
Public Law 968, 84th C ong.) to provide family housing at those in- 
stallations for which appropriated fund family housing ‘authorization 
is requested in this bill. 

Section 507 advances for 2 years the general rescission provisions 
now contained in section 506 of Public Law 241, 85th Congress. This 

continues in effect the established policy of repealing long- standing 
military construction authorizations that have not been used by the 
military departments. As a result, after July 1, 1959, only those 
authorizations, with certain specified exceptions, which are contained 
in public laws enacted subsequent to August 3, 1956, would continue to 
be available. Under this section unused authorization that has been 
in effect 3 years will be automatically rescinded. 

Section 508 would repeal section 408 (b) of Public Law 564, 81st 
Congress, which directs the Secretary of Defense to report to the 
Congress, at the beginning of the first session of each C ongress, all 
military construction authorization enacted since the 80th € ongress, 
for which adequate funds have not been appropriated, and to rec om- 
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mend to the Congress which portions of this unused authorization 
should be rescinded. 

Under present procedures, the amount of all residual unfunded au- 
thorization is always reported to Congress by the Department of De- 
fense in its presentation of the annual MCA bill. ‘Therefore, as this 
information is now reported annually, the requirements for a biennial 
report, as specified by Public Law 564, would not appear necessary. 

In view of the provisions of section 507 of this bill, under which all 
unused authorization that has been in effect 3 years is automatically 
rescinded, there is no longer any need to recommend biennially unused 
authorization to Congress for rescission. Moreover, under present 
program management procedures, large accumulations of unused 
authorization are no longer allowed to occur. 

Section 509 would extend through fiscal year 1961, the previously 
enacted leasing authority for housing at tactical installations, so that 
Nike and other tactical site housing requirements may be met by 
utilizing existing private housing to the greatest possible extent, 
thereby reducing the necessity for construction of military quarters. 

Section 510 would amend section 406 of Public Law 968, 84th 
Congress, which authorizes land acquisition projects not exceeding 
$5,000, to authorize a new limit of $25,000 for each land acquisition 
project. In addition, the restriction of this section to projects which 
are urgently required has been eliminated. ‘These changes are desired 
in order to better carry out the original intent of section 406, Public 
Law 968-84, which was to expedite the handling of small real estate 
acquisition projects, and to reduce the administrative workload in- 
volved in these small transactions. 

Section 511 would add a new subsection to section 408 (a) of Public 
Law 968, 84th Congress, which would exempt small, routine construc- 
tion projects costing $5,000 or less from the present requirement that 
a determination be made that they are urgently required. This 
method of handling these minor, low-cost construction projects re- 
quires an excessive amount of administration, and delay, which would 
be eliminated by the change proposed in section 511. 

Section 512 would amend section 406 of Public Law 241, 85th 
Congress, so as to exempt two additional categories of family housing 
from the present requirement for inclusion in the annual Military 
Construction Authorization Act. The reasons for the specific exemp- 
tions in this section are as follows: 

(1) Mandatory Wherry acquisition — were exempted from 
the requirement for inclusion in the annual Military Construction Au- 
thorization Act by Public Law 241, 85th Congress. This subsection 
would remain unchanged. 

(2) Leased housing is proposed to be exempted because such hous- 
ing, if acquired at all, must be acquired on short notice as the housing 
becomes available. It would be impractical to plan such acquisitions 
sufficiently far in advance to permit annual line item authorization. 

(3) Rental guaranty housing is, in reality, not military construction. 
Rental guaranty projects are constructed with foreign capital and 
are owned throughout their existence by these foreign interests. Our 
interest in them is simply the guaranty of a certain percentage of oc- 
cupancy for a limited period of time in order to encourage the foreign 
investors to construct the housing and to reserve the house for United 
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States personnel. The Armed Forces have ne way of knowing in what 
areas economic conditions will be such as to encourage local investors 
to finance and construct rental guaranty projects. 

Furthermore, delaying the implementation of a rental guaranty 
project until a new authorization act is passed might in many cases, 
preclude the building of the project. In many countries, economic 
conditions change so rapidly that a delay might well remove the pos- 
sibility of finding interested sponsors. 

Section 513 would repeal section 2662, title 10, United States Code 
and section 43 of the act of August 10, 1956 (70 Stat. 636). These 
provisions, formerly contained in title VI of Public Law 155, 82d 
Congress, provide that the Secretaries of the military departments 
and the Administrator of the Federal Civil Defense Administration 
shall come into agreement with the Armed Services Committees with 
respect to certain real estate actions involving $25,000 or more. The 
recommended repeal of these sections is in conformity with the rec- 
ommendation of the President to the Congress in his budget message 
earlier this year. 

Cost limitations: The language of the general provisions of this 
bill does not include limitations of unit costs of barracks, warehouses, 
bachelor officers quarters, and cold storage facilities. These cate- 
gories of facilities represent only 4 percent of the total new authoriza- 
tion being requested in this bill. 

All projects are administratively controlled by careful reviews in 
my Office not only before inclusion in authorization and appropriation 
programs, but also at the time of apportionment of funds. This is 
effected by the use of sound standards of design and construction, by 
checking cost reports that are submitted to my office on contract 
awards for military construction and by observing cost trends as re- 
ported by authoritative engineering vuliicntions 

Arbitrary cost limitations are unsatisfactory because they cannot 
take into account varying economic conditions and labor rates, geo- 
graphical location and site conditions. We therefore recommend 
that the cost limitations be not included in the bill, relying on ad- 
ministrative control of costs through standards of design and con- 
struction, and continuing reviews of program items and cost estimates. 

In closing, I should like to inform the committee that this proposed 
legislation has been reviewed by the Director of the Budget who states 
that there is no objection to its submission to the Congress and that 
it is in accord with the program of the President. The Secretary of 
Defense recommends its enactment. 

I appreciate the privilege of meeting with you here, and it is my 
wish, together with the departmental representatives who will also 
appear before you, to provide this committee with any information it 
desires in connection with its consideration of this legislation. 

Thank you. 

The Cuatrman. Thank you very much, Mr. Bryant. 
cata insert the tables that appear—tables 1, 2, 3, and so forth, in 
the bill. 
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(The attachments follow :) 


TABLE 1.—WMilitary family housing requirements and assets 











| | | 

| Total | Army Navy Air Force 

ae scotia teamed Mitac aia tl ea eat 

Fross requirements !_____.._.-_--- saline ale Ein ae 678, 500 | 246, 400 | 167, 500 a 264, 600 
Assets (existing and under contract) _.............------| 455, 800 | "154, 30 300. | } ~ 119, 250 ~ 182, 250 
Military controlled 2__ --- r 3 ao ae 282, 800 110, 300 | 68, 250 104, 250 
Public quarters... .-.......--- oes | (117, 500) | (63, 500) | (19, 100) | (34, 900) 
Wherry.---- atin at mom aea ‘ niet (83, 700) (22, 200) (24, 400) | (37, 100) 
Capehart 5 Se Ls ; (41, 200) (ie 700) (2, 300) | (22, 200) 

Rental guaranty. --_--- ib aabdde’ a (5, 500) | (2, 100) (0) | (3, 400) 
Surplus commodity -- (8, 900) (1, 600) | (650) | (6, 650) 
Other 3__._- Mituiinohnde « sidé hid _ %, (000) | (4, 200) | (21, 800) | (0) 
Community support --- lnk at ptaaeed 173, 000 , 44, 000 51, 000 | iu 78, 000 
Deficit ____- ce _| 222700! 92,100! 48,250| 82,350 
Planned construction (milit: ary) = hoki aan 58, 600 | 12, 200 8, 550 | 37, 850 
Public quarters. _ _- a secicoka 4, 200 250 | 0 | 3, 950 
Capehart_.__- : ‘ = 47,700 | 11, 000 8, 000 | 28, 700 
Surplus commodity __- sé a 7 6, 700 950 550 | 5, 200 
ite 2: gel 164,100 | 79,900|  39,700| 44,500 


j 
' 


1 Estimated as of June 30, 1958, for officers, upper grade enlisted men and key civilians; excludes require- 
ments for Navy fleet personnel, for lower grade enlisted men (approximately 250,000) and for personnel in 
ancillary status. 

2 Excludes approximately 60,000 substandard units of public quarters, Lanham Act, title ITI, ete. 

3 Includes leased units at tactical (Nike) sites, adequate rental housing, etc. 

4 Excludes 2,400 of the 50,100 units in the fiscal year 1959 bill; contracts for these units have been closed 
since the bill was presented. 


TABLE 2.—Family housing items in fiscal year 1959 MCA bill action by House of 
Representatives under provisions of sec. 419, Public Law 968/84 





Item | Units | Action 
| ~~ 
ARMY 

Redstone Arsenal, Ala_- Reeds Piece ie 316 | Cleared. 
Seneca Ordnance Depot, Os erases, tA i bise se lbes 120 | No report. 
White Sands Proving Ground, N. Mex-..----- a aa 275 | 75 cleared, 200 no report. 
Fort Monmouth, N. J__..----- Pad seein Lopate 130 | No report. 
Fort Lee, Va_.---- heanieann seni pick ae 435 | 150 cleared, 285 no report. 
Natick R. an 3 E., M: assachusetts_. aes eeclaooet 2 : oul 35 | Cleared. 
Ld adchkh hue ching bsbhibeddnanbenidihencheaimowides 618 | Do. 
Two Rock Ranch Station, California_...._____-- oe Se 25 Do 
Dugway Proving Ground, Utah__-_-- Be ete peeks 50 | Do. 
i i DN, Ns on wt abttuesndincbéedecdnaeanept 125 | Do. 
og See eet ck a aren aie seria i iia bees 702 | Do. 
SN I Ne hs sib endas’ Nh tinketl iat dbidicidhh seeambbesiend 130 | 72 cleared, 58 no report. 
Fort Bragg, N. C. So cetbaavekiatiies eientadieiitE a catibiRchsent 367 | Cleared. 
Fort Campbell, Ky_ bib mmenmucanck thts Sow 837 | Do. 
Granite City Engineer Depot, Il] _...---..-.-- aditadcternaprligiaidicl 65 | Do. 
Fort Rucker, Ala_.._.._____._.____- pe eaebiontes ig are aoe 400 | No report. 
Fort Carson, Colo_--.__----- tbe ih ili nites iedinagsthshebenedsieds | 200 | Do. 
sid tie ible ach onwhh cha eguknhveevadnnpouegion 73 Do. 
Fort Bliss, Tex_......--- : Vee eee soceccedssawedandcenty 410 | Cleared. 
Fort Hood, Tex_---- Se ec tei esi celui = aaa 500 | Do. 
Fort Sam Houston, MS Ft oe eee acct 183 | No report, 
Fort Sill, Okla_- ie Sea ee 4 Tae 6 te Bee eel ag 349 | Do. 
Fort Leonard Wood, ee eed ee SERRE ILE RG 700 | Do. 
Fort Leavenworth, Kans___-- tbe tlh bith tthe wictk bint satel 200 Do. 
Fort Sheridan, Ill_-_.-.-.-- Dis Mntingtibentewlesdned teste ‘iaediel 50 | Cleared. 
Forts Baker and Barry, Calif____.--- Or ecaesckachaoueal 98 | Do. 
Oakland Army Terminal, Calif___--- re pater | 88 Do. 
Fort Lewis, Wash___- _---------------| 1,231 | 375 cleared, 856 no report. 
Branch United States Disciplinary ‘Barracks, Calif..........-...---. | 160 | 60 cleared, 100 no report. 
rE, PEs 0 in. od, nen debenoonmnpaenpenetahercnbol 156 | No report. 
Bossier Base, La___._-- > bikcsete ct St ebadosinthon alee 200 | Cleared. 
PP TDs curcbesancinwieee 12S -oa-nnreeeen----e-| 223 | No report. 
Medina Base, Tex...-...-..--- ca ddibpial aaah tah 7 - 125 | Cleared. 
Sandia Base, N. Mex_------- mee —s ye ae 213 | Do. 
Army Air Defense Command sts iS ae ee aS 492 Do. 

Canal Zone_____-- iPad gree ie onstrate Sac Tadteds a euioetll 330 | No report. 
Schofield Barracks, T. es? sete diicsscececletin aed eanieliin elias aha teadciadl --| 385 | Do. 
Fort Shafter, T. H. ee ee ee ee ed a 


oO eres ia 1, 477 | 





: 
5 





' 
, 


James Connally Air Force Base, Tex- 
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TABLE 2.—Family housing items in fiscal year 1959 MCA bill action by House of 
Representatives under provisions of sec. 419, Public Law 968/84—Continued 





NAVY 


Naval Air Station, Brunswick, Maine _.............------- 
Marine Corps Base, Camp Lejeune, N. C...-...-.---------- 
Naval Facility, Cape Hatteras, N. C__.._--- sc mieaente wea eee 
Naval Facility, Centerville, Calif... ae oe 
Naval Auxiliary Air Station, Chase Field, Tex Ne ethtedae 
Marine Corps Air Station, Cherry Point, N. C.....--- 
Naval Facility, Coos Head, Oreg 7 EAP: hoe EO eI 
Naval Training Center, Great Lakes, se ree 
Naval Air Station, Lemoore, Calif_-. fee 
Naval Facility, Nantucket, Mass SO 
Naval Submarine Base, New London, Conn_ odie 
Naval Facility, Pacific Beach, Wash-. -- -- Eien acti eid 2 
Naval Facility, Point Sur, Calif__- 
Naval Air Sts ition, W hidbey Island, RR west ee ean ea 
Nava! Ordance Missile Test F acility, White Sands Proving Ground, 
N. Mex. 
Naval Radio Station, Winter Harbor, Maine. - 
Naval Air Station, Barber’s Point, Oahu, T. H ia : 
Fleet Marine Force, Pacific, Headquarters, Camp H. M. Smith, 
Oahu, T. H. | 
Naval Station, Guam, Mariana Islands 
Marine Corps Air Station, Kaneohe Bay, T. H 
Naval Ammunition Depot, Oahu, T. H } 
Naval Station, Pearl Harbor, Oahu, T. H ” ilk tina 
Naval Station, Roosevelt Roads, P. R ; aS ce | 
} 


Ola n~ 20s ; : aad ; ie 


AIR FORCE 
Adair Air Force Base, Oreg 
Amarillo Air Force Base, Tex 
Beale Air Force Base, Calif 
Bunker Hill Air Force Base, Ind 
Chanute Air Force Base, Ill 
Clinton-Sherman Air Force Base, Okla 
Cooke Air Force Base, Calif. 
Dover Air Foree Base, Del 
Dow Air Force Base, Maine__.. 
Duluth Municipal Airport, Minn Saal = 
Fdwards Air Force Base, Calif P ; aa | 
Elisworth Air Force Base, S. Dak 
Fairchild Air Force Base, Wash ‘ i 
Forbes Air Force Base, Kans ; | 
Fort Custer Air Force Station, Mich-.- : as | 
Fort Lee Air Force Station, Va. | 
Geiger Field, Wash__-- 
Glasgow Air Foree Base, Mont- 
Grand Forks Air Force Base, N. Dak-- 
Griffiss Air Force Base, N. Y -- 
Hamilton Air Force Base, Calif 
Holloman Air Force Base, N. Mex 





Keesler Air Force Base, Miss_- 
Kinross Air Force Base, Mich 

K. I. Sawyer Airport, Mich 
Kirtland Air Force Base, N. Mex... 
Lake Charles Air Force Base, La 
Langley Air Force Base, Va 

Larson Air Force Base, Wash 3 
Laurence G. Hanscom Field, Mass 
Lincoln Air Force Base, Nebr 
Lockbourne Air Force Base, Ohio 
Malmstrom Air Force Base, Mont 
Mather Air Force Base, Calif__. 
McChord Air Force Base, Wash- 
McClellan Air Force Base, Calif 
McConnell Air Force Base, Kans 
McGuire Air Force Base, N. J 
Minot Air Force Base, N. Dak_ 
Mountain Home Air Force Base, Idaho 
Nellis Air Force Base, Nev 

Niagara Falls Municipal Airport, N. Y--- 
Offutt Air Force Base, Nebr 

Oxnard Air Force Base, Calif. 

Pease Air Force Base, N. H- 

Presque Isle Air Force Base, Maine... 
Richard Bong Air Force Base, Wis 
Richards-Gebaur Air Force Base, Mo- 
Robins Air Force Base, Ga 





Item Units 








Action 
277 Cleared. 
800 | Do, 
27 | Do. 
24 | Do. 
225 | Do. 
849 | Do. 
24 Do. 
425 | Do. 
800 | Do. 
19 | Do. 
500 | No report. 
30 | Cleared, 
24 | Do, 
550 | Do, 
51 | Do, 
20 Do. 
1,140 | Do. 
168 | Do, 
220 | Do. 
650 | Do. 
114 | Do. 
650 | Do. 
676 | Do. 
8, 263 
150 Do. 
500 | Do. 
4570 Do. 
250 | Do. 
450 | Do. 
50 Do. 
525 | Do. 
900 | Do. 
530 | Do. 
240 Do. 
773 Do. 
220 | No report. 
250 | Cleared. 
414 | Report withdrawn, 
169 | Cleared. 
154 | Do. 
168 | Do. 
460 | No report. 
744 | 240 cleared, 504 not cleared. 
730 | 460 cleared, 270 no report. 
550 | Cleared. 
400 Do. 
366 | Do. 
290 | No report. 
475 | Do. 
935 | 575 cleared, 360 no report. 
490 | Not cleared. 
300 | Cleared. 
500 | Not cleared. 
200 | Cleared. 
395 Do. 
600 Do. 
400 Do. 
150 | Do. 
220 Do. 
1, 000 Do. 
540 | Not cleared. 
490 | Cleared. 
1, 750 Do. 
932 | 644 cleared, 288 no report. 
270 | Cleared. 
200 Do. 
290 Do. 
616 Do. 
315 Do. 
483 Do. 
114 Do. 
900 | 350 cleared, 550 no report. 
610 | Cleared. 
$23 | 273 cleared, 150 report with- 


drawn. 
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TABLE 2.—Family housing items in fiscal year 1959 MCA bill action by House of 
Representatives under provisions of sec. 419, Public Law 968/84—Continued 


Item 


AIR FORCE—continucd 


Selfridge Air Force Base, Mich. --_.--_---- 


Sheppard Air Force Base, Tex.-- SEC EIU 


Sioux City Municipal Airport, Ilowa__----- 


Stewart Air Force Base, N. Y- fee 


Suffolk County Air Force Base, N. Y--- 
Syracuse Air Force Station, N. Y_...-.-. 
Topsham Air Force Station, Maine-___-- 
Truax Field, Wis__ 3 area 
Turner Air Force Base, Ga_- : 

U. 8. Air Force Academy, Colo-.-...-- 
Vance Air Force Base, Okla_-_-- 
Westover Air Force Base, Mass-.-._- 
Whiteman Air Force Base, Mo-. 
Williams Air Force Base, Ariz_.- 
Wurtsmith Air Force Base, Mich --.- 


Anderson Air Force Base, Guam... 
Hickam Air Force Base, T. H 


Total_____ 


Grand total for the 3 departments-..-.--- 


Units 


30, 376 


....| 50,116 


| 





Action 


No report. 
Not cleared, 
Cleared. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 


| 1,200 cleared, 300 no re port 


Cleared. 
Do. 
No report, 
Cleared. 
135 report withdrawn, 483 
no report, 
Cleared. 
Do. 


TasLe 3.—Title VIII (Capehart) housing program—Summary of development 
program as of May 13, 1958 





bons 





| 
Approved by Assistant Secretary of Defense | 
(Properties and Installations) - - - --- 

| 


In process !_....-.._- oe - 
Advertised. 
Bidder accepted__.-.---- 
Under contract ?_.~__- 
Private —- 3 _ 
DN enw Chaat emenael 


Total cost of units under contract..........---- | $653, 
eT Cen Sp akchnenemtins’ 
eo i sw ackeuiccesuese | 622, 
185, 
436, 
31, 


otal 


99, 223 | 


35, 224 | 


11, 646 


11, 144 | 


41, 209 
12, 391 


28, 818 | 


996, 402 
15, 870 
511, 397 
15, 106 
724, 641 
786, 756 
485, 005 
764 





i 





Army Navy Air Force 
32, 203 | 13, 560 53, 460 
11, 750 | 6, 986 16, 488 
2, 735 | 0 8, 911 
1, 001 | 4, 260 5, 883 
16,717 | 2, 314 22, 178 
4, 052 | 225 8, 114 
12, 665 | 2, 089 | 14, 064 
$268, 761,123 | $37,274,718 | $347, 960, 561 
16, 077 | 16, 108 15, 689 
254, 632,516 | 35, 487, 183 332, 391, 698 
15, 232 | 15, 336 14, 987 
61, 263,233 | 3, 438, 360 121, 023, 048 
193, 369, 283 32, 048, 823 211, 368, 650 
14,128,607 | —-1, 787, 535 15, 568, 863 
845 | 77: 702 


1 Includes 9,377 units for which development has been deferred (Army, 4,155; Navy, 3,242; Air Force, 
1,980). 
2 Includes 5,483 units in completed projects (Army, 2,617; Navy, 160; Air Force, 2,706). 





a 
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Taste 4.—Department of Defense surplus commodity housing program (status 
as of May 1, 1958) 


| Completed and | Under contract | Curent execution Total 
re program 


| Units | Costs! | Units | Costs! Units | Costs! | Units | Costs! 





United Kingdom ; 1,500 | $15,000 797 heme 323 | 1,840 | $27,600 | 4,137 $53, 923 














Italy. ..- bi Raine Seulit ’ 493 7, 395 493 7, 395 
Spain... re z 2 2,027 16,142 | 1,061 21,220 | 3,088 37, 362 
France. .......- is 2,700 | 50,000} 400 8,000 | 3,100 58, 000 
Morocco....------ 500 11,212} 873} 20,388] 1,373 31, 600 
Iceland _- " | is re Pu tvekdoul 300 6, 000 300 6, 000 
Bermuda.- ; |---- Iessponna 300 6, 000 300 6, 000 
Portugal (Azores)... .- | cd. 306 6, 120 | 306 6, 120 
Re ated | g30 | 8)300 | 42 | 6,125 |_-d | 1,372] 14,425 
Okinawa. - ats ie 200 4, 000 200 4, 000 
Philippines _-. -| -|-<2-=< bhi dies 900 18, 000 900 18, 000 

Total.- | 2,330 | 23,300] 6,566 | 94,802 | 6,673 | 124,723 | 15, 569 | 242, 825 





1 In thousands of dollars. 
3 Includes 1,581 units leased for a period of 7 years. 








The CHarmMan. Members of the committee, I was privileged to 
have the opportunity to examine this statement some days ago. I 
read it and reread it. I want to say that it contains valuable infor- 
mation that will and should enable the committee to reach prompt 
decisions on a great many items. 

When we come to deal with the questions of the various sections 
of the bill, we will no doubt have to have Mr. Bryant back to go over 
it in more detail in regard to why a certain item is set out in the 
sections. 

I have no particular questions to ask you, Mr. Bryant, because the 
information I will seek to obtain is through the department witnesses. 
But I do want to compliment you on your ‘fine statement. 

Mr. Kinpay. Mr. Chairman 

The CHarmman. It gives all the facts necessary for the committee 
to get the overall viewpoint of the objective of the bill. 

Mr. Kilday. 

Secretary Bryant. Thank you, sir. 

Mr. Kitpay. I agree that we will probably have most of our ques- 
tions for the departments. But I did want to-say that I believe Mr. 
Bryant’s statement is the most comprehensive summary of the De- 

artment of Defense property activities that I have seen since I have 

en here. It isa very fine document. [Applause.] 

Mr. Kizpay. I think there would be a good many people who would 
like to see it—the acreage and your cost, capital costs, and things 
ofthat kind. It isa very fine statement. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman, I would like to join Mr. Kilday in that, 
too, because this is a valuable document, and I think it will be very 
helpful to us in our deliberations. 

The CHatrman. Are there any questions by any members of the 
committee ? 

Mr. Gavin. I also want to take this opportunity, too, Mr. Chair- 
man, to congratulate the gentleman on a very comprehensive state- 
ment. It is documented, factual, clear, and understandable. And 
we are very grateful for having such a fine presentation. 
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Secretary Bryanr. May I say on behalf of my associates, Mr. 
Chairman, and those members of the committee who have been so 
kind as to offer these congratulatory messages, that this is the result 
of very excellent team work. I would not like to have it assumed 
that I could have produced it without this type of help. 

The Cuatrman. Now, members of the committee, for the benefit of 
those who were not here when the committee started its session at 10 
o'clock, I stated that I was asking the committee to meet at 9 o’clock 
each morning until we finish this bill. So I am expecting all of you 
to be here tomorrow morning at 9 o’clock. And if you are not here, 
the chairman will be here, and we will start the hearings. [Laughter.] 

The Cuatrrman. Now, Mr. Bryant—— 

Secretary Bryant. Yes, sir. 

The Cuamman. Unless there are any questions— 

Mr. Devereux. Yes, sir; I have a question. 

The Cuairman. By members of the committee- 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuairman. Mr. Bates, any questions / 

Mr. Bares. How much time do we have? 

The Cuarrman. You have 10 minutes. 

Mr. Bares. Mr. Chairman, I want to take part of my time con- 
gratulating the Secretary for this magnificient statement. But it is 
certainly one of the finest, if not the finest, I have ever seen presented 
to the committee. 

Mr. Secretary, you have now the list of items which are to be re- 
scinded, having gone over the 3-year period ¢ 

Secretary Bryant. May I ask Mr. Fore to answer that question, 
Mr. Bates? 

Mr. Fore. Mr. Chairman, that list was furnished—— 

The Cuamman. I believe Mr. Kelleher has that list, haven’t you? 

Mr. Ketieuer. I have that; yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. We have that. 

Secretary Bryant. I wanted to be sure. That is the reason I asked 
Mr. Fore to answer the question. 

Thank you very much. It has been submitted. 

Mr. Bates. Well, what is that to which you refer on page 32, con- 
cerning a report. to the Congress at the beginning of the first session / 
Is that the same thing? All military 

Secretary Bryanr. In a sense it is, yes, Mr. Bates, because in re- 
porting to the Congress at the beginning—TI mean on the military con- 
struction authorization bill—we do show the extent of the recissions 
and those, again, will be supported in the same fashion by insertion 
in the record. 

I only outlined the numbers here, rather the dollars. But it seems 
that inasmuch as it is being offered, and I think in such complete 
shape as you would want it, at the time that we submit the bill, that 
the biennial reports would only be duplicatory. 

Mr. Bares. Now, before we eliminate the Rivers subcommittee 
[laughter | 








The CuHatrMan. May I suggest, let’s don’t go into the various sec- 
tions of the bill at this time, because there will be considerable dis- 
cussion on each and every one of these sections. 
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I was going to suggest that we withhold any general inquiry about 
that until we reach them in the consideration of the bill, in order. 
Then we will have to have Mr. Bryant return to justify the various 
proposed changes in the bill. And I thought in that way we could 
save considerable time, and it will be a little bit more chronological 
consideration of the bill. 

Mr. Bares. I see. Well—— 

The Cuamman. However, if any member wants to inquire about 
it, go ahead and inquire into it now. 

Mr. Price. Would the gentleman yield ? 

The Caiman. Go ahe: vd, Mr. Bates. 


Mr. Bares. If we can’t disc uss the bill at this time, I have no fur- 


ther questions. 

I yield back the balance of my time. 

Mr. Price. Will the gentleman yield? 

The Cuatrman. Go ahead, Mr. Bates. 

Mr. Price. I wish the gentleman would develop it. I think I 
know the paragraph he is going to develop. I think he should de- 
velop it with the Secretary now. So often we hear they will return 
and they never return. 

Mr. Rivers. That is right. 

The CuarrMan. Go ahead, Mr. Bates. 

Mr. Bares. If Mr. Bryant is going to be here later 

The CHatrmMan. Take it up now. We have plenty of time this 
morning. We have half an hour before the Congress convenes. 

Mr. Bryant, state the reason why you are advoe: ating repeal of 
making the report to the Congress. 

Secretary Bryant. May I ‘ask: You mean with respect. to the pro- 
visions of section 507 of this bill / 

The CuarrmMan. Acquisitions and disposals. 

Secretary Bryant. I thought we had answered Mr. Bates on that. 

The CHatrMan. Go ahead. 

Secretary Bryanvr. That is, this matter of biennial—I mean the 
repeal, 

Mr. Batt. No—— 

Secretary Bryan'r. Perhaps I am not on the right provision, Mr. 
Bates. 

Mr. Smarr. Title 6 of Public Law 155. 

Mr. Bares. With reference to the approval of this subcommittee, 
the Rivers subcommittee on items of $5,000. 

Secretary Bryant. That is right. 

Mr. Price. Your first full paragraph on page 35. 

Secretary Bryant. Yes. This is with respect to the revisions for- 
merly contained in title VI of Public Law 155. 

With your permission, Mr. Bates, I would like Mr. Nash, of the 
Office of General Counsel, to answer that question. 

Mr. Bares. All right, sir. 

Mr. Nasu. Mr. Bates, that is based on the President’s recommenda- 
tion as contained in the budget message of last January 

Mr. Rivers. A little louder. 

Mr. Nasu. Which, in turn, was based on an opinion that he re- 
ceived from the Attorney General last summer, a copy of which I 








20066—58—-No. 86———4 








7072 


have here, which, if the chairman wishes, I can submit for the record. 
The CHatrman. I would suggest it, if it was in the President’s 
budget message. Read what the Attorney General says. 


OPINION OF THE ATTORNEY GENERAL OF THE UNITED STATES 





AUTHORITY OF CONGRESSIONAL COMMITTEES TO DISAPPROVE ACTION OF EXECUTIVE 
BRANCH 


Section 601 of the act of September 28, 1951, c. 434, 65 Stat. 336, 365, provides, in 
effect, that no accessions, leases, transfers, or declarations of surplus, of any real property, 
may be made by any designated officer of the military departments, where the amount 
involved exceeds $25,000, unless the designated officer of the military department first 
comes into agreement with the Committees on Armed Services of the Senate and of the 
House of Representatives. In this aspect it reflects an attempted exercise of executive 
authority by the legislative branch of the Government not warranted by the Constitution 
and is, therefore, unconstitutional. See also 37 Op. 56; 41 Op. No. 32 of July 13, 1955. 


Aveust 8, 1957." 
The PRESIDENT. 

DeEAR MR. PRESIDENT: By letter of July 23, 1957, from the Honorable Gerald 
D. Morgan, the Attorney General was asked to give his advice to you on the con- 
stitutionality of certain provisions of section 601 of Public Law 155, 82d Con- 
gress, Ist sesssion (65 Stat. 365). 

Section 601 reads as follows: 

“Sec. 601. The Secretary of the Army, the Secretary of the Air Force, the 
Secretary of the Navy, or the Administrator of the Federal Civil Defense Ad- 
ministration, as the ¢ase may be, or his designee, shall come into agreement with 
the Committee on Armed Services of the Senate and of the House of Repre- 
sentatives with respect to those real-estate actions by or for the use of the mili- 
tary departments or the Federal Civil Defense Administration that are de 
scribed in (a) through (e) below, and in the manner therein described. 

“(a) Acquisitions of real property where fee title is to be acquired for an 
amount estimated to be in excess of $25,000. In those cases where individual 
acquisitions are to be made as part of a project, the agreement to be reached 
shall be based on general plans for the project, which shall include an estimate 
of the total cost of the lands to be acquired. 

“(b) Leases to the United States of real property where the estimated annual 
rental is in excess of $25,000. In those cases where individual leases are to be 
made as part of a project, the agreement to be reached shall be based on general 
plans for the project, which shall include an estimate of the total cost of the 
leases to be made. 

“(e) Leases of Government-owned real property where the estimated annual 
rental is in excess of $25,000. 

“(d) Transfers of Government-owned real property with an estimated value 
in excess of $25,000 under the jurisdiction of the military departments or the 
Federal Civil Defense Administration, which are to be made to other Federal 
agencies, or to States, including transfers between the military departments. 

“(e) Reports to a disposal agency of excess Government-owned real property 
with an estimated value in excess of. $25,000.” 

The effect of these provisions is that no acquisitions, leases, transfers, or 
declaration of surplus of any real property by any of the military departments 
may be made, where the amount involved exceeds $25,000 unless the designated 
officer of the executive department comes into agreement with the Committees 
on Armed Services of the Senate and of the House of Representatives. 

Legislative proposals and enactments in recent years have reflected a growing 
trend whereby authority is sought to be vested in congressional committees to 
approve or disapprove actions of the executive branch. Of the several legislative 
devices employed, that which subjects executive department action to the prior 
approval or disapproval of congressional committees may well be the most 
inimical to responsible government. It not only permits organs of the legis- 
lative branch to take binding actions having the effect of law without oppor- 
tunity for the President to participate in the legislative process, but it also 
permits mere handfuls of members to speak for a Congress which is given no 
opportunity to participate as a whole. An arrangement of this kind tends to 
undermine the President’s position as the responsible Chief Executive. 


1 Released for publication January 30, 1958. 
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Action by several prior Presidents on matters of this kind has been somewhat 
inconsistent. In 1920, President Wilson disapproved an appropriation bill which 
provided that the printing of magazines by executive agencies must have the 
prior approval of the Joint Congressional Committee on Printing on the ground 
that this provision would have vested executive branch functions in a congres- 
sional committee (59 Cong. Rec. 7026). Later, in 1933, a bill (H. R. 13975, 
72d Cong., 2d sess.) was passed prohibiting certain income and other tax refunds 
in excess of $20,000 without prior approval by the Joint Committee on Internal 
Taxation, which could also fix the'amount of each refund. President Hoover 
disapproved the bill on constitutional grounds (76 Cong. Rec. 2445), following 
the Attorney General’s advice that the provision invalidly attempted to vest an 
executive function in a congressional committee (37 Op. 56 (1933) ). 

During the past dozen years or so, provisions for control by congressional com- 

mittees have related, in large part, to real estate transactions of the armed 
forces. Thus, the act of March 26, 1948 (57 Stat. 52), provided that “the Secre- 
tary of the Navy shall report to the Senate and House Naval Affairs Committees 
all * * * prospective acquisitions” of land under the authority of the act. 
During the House debate on the bill, a letter was read from the Secretary of 
the Navy wherein that official stated: “I understand further that the committee 
understands from the wording of the amendment that the Department will come 
into agreement with the Naval Affairs Committees of the House and Senate 
with respect to acquisitions before final commitments are made. This procedure 
is acceptable to me” (89 Cong. Rec. 1229 (19438)). This interpretation of the 
1943 statute was formalized by subsequent legislation and made applicable to 
all land acquisitions and disposals by the Navy in 1944, the statute providing 
that “the Secretary of the Navy shall come into‘agreement with the Naval Affairs 
Committees of the Senate and of the House of Representatives with respect 
to the terms of such prospective acquisitions or disposals * * *” (58 Stat. 190). 

This was interpreted in practice as giving to the committees a veto power 
over such transactions. For example, in 1951, Representative Vinson, chairman 
of the House Committee on Naval Affairs and of the successor Committee 
on Armed Forces, stated “We have rejected many [proposed transactions]” 
(97 Cong. Rec. 5437). j 

In 1951, a predecessor bill to the law here under consideration was passed 
by the Senate and House. It would have required the Secretaries of the Navy, 4 
Army, and Air Force and the Federal Civil Defense Administrator to “come 
into agreement” with the Senate and House Committees on Armed Services 
with respect to land purchases, leases involving annual rentals in excess of 
$15,000, and transfers to other governmental agencies of real estate (H. R. 
3096, 82d Cong., 1st sess. (1951)). In disapproving the bill, President Truman 
emphasized the practical administrative difficulties rather than constitutional 
objections. However, he also stated (H. R. Doc. No. 133, 82d Cong., 1st sess., 
p. 3, 1951) : 

“IT am concerned by what appears to me to be a gradual trend on the part 
of the legislative branch to participate to an even greater extent in the actual 
execution and administration of the laws. Under our system of government 
it is contemplated that the Congress will enact the laws and will leave their 
administration and execution to the executive branch.” 

Upon consideration of the veto, Representative Patman urged that if the 
disapproval power to be vested in the committees was a legislative function, 
it could be performed only by the two Houses, and that if it was an execu- 
tive function, it could not be performed by a legislative committee (97 Cong. 
Ree. 54483). The House overrode the veto (97 Cong. Rec. 5445), but the Senate 
did not act upon it. However, a few months later, on September 28, 1951, 
President Truman approved without comment the present law. 

The “come into agreement” requirement appeared thereafter in a 1952 act 
authorizing secret or unspecified military construction. It contained the pro- 
vision that the “Secretary of the military department authorized to establish 
or develop such public work, or his designee, shall come into agreement with 
the Committees on Armed Services of the Senate and of the House of Rep- 
resentatives with respect to the cost of construction of such public work * * *” 
(66 Stat. 625). 

Another 1952 statute contained, apparently for the first time, a requirement 
subjecting proposed administrative action to the prior approval of the chair- 
man of a congressional committee. The Supplemental Appropriation Act, 1953, 
provided that a circular issued by the Director of the Budget prescribing the 
policy for determining rents for Government-owned living quarters furnished 
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to Federal employees “may be amended or changed during such [the current 
fiscal] year by the Director of the Budget with the approval of the chairman 
of the Committee on Appropriations of the House of Representatives” (66 Stat. 
661). This requirement was subsequently continued in force. 

During the 838d Congress, you disapproved an act of Congress which would 
have invaded the prerogatives of the executive branch of the Federal Govern- 
ment. H. R. 7512, 83d Cong., 2d sess., authorized the Secretary of the Army 
to convey federally owned lands situated within the Camp Blanding Military 
Reservation, Florida, only upon the condition that, prior to the consumma- 
tion of such a conveyance agreement, the Secretary of the Army or his 
designee “shall come into agreement with the Committees on Armed Services 
of the Senate and of the House of Representatives concerning the terms of 
such an agreement.” In your veto message to the House of Representatives 
(100 Cong. Rec., pt. 6, p. 7135), you stated : 

“The purpose of this clause is to vest in the Committees on Armed Services 
of the Senate and House of Representatives power to approve or disapprove 
any agreement which the Secretary of the Army proposes to make with the 
State of Florida pursuant to section 2 (4). The practical effect would be to 
place the power to make such agreement jointly in the Secretary of the Army 
and the members of the Committees on Armed Services. In so doing, the bill 
would violate the fundamental constitutional principal of separation of powers 
prescribed in articles I and II of the Constitution which place the legislative 
power in the Congress and the executive power in the executive branch.” 

The Camp Blanding legislation was then repassed without the “come into 
agreement” provision. 

During the same Congress, the Senate Committee on Public Works reported 
a bill (H. R. 6342) which provided that no agreements for the acquisition of 
title to real property and for certain other purposes by the Administrator of 
General Services and the Postmaster General should be executed until the 
Administrator or Postmaster General had come into agreement with the 
Committees on Public Works of the Senate and House with respect to such 
agreements. During the Senate debate on the bill, a departmental memoran- 
dum of law was inserted in the Congressional Record in which the position 
was taken that such a provision would vest executive functions in congres- 
sional committees and thereby would violate the separation of powers prin- 
ciple of the Constitution (100 Cong. Rec., pt. 4, 4879, April 8, 1954). The 
Senate, however, overwhelmingly refused, by a vote of 60 to 8, to delete this 
provision (100 Cong. Rec., pt. 8, p. 10017). 

After Senate passage of the bill, the Department transmitted, on May 14, 
1954, to the Chairman of the House Committee on Public Works, a more 
detailed memorandum setting forth the same constitutional objections. On May 
25, 1954, you disapproved the Camp Blanding Military Reservation bill (H. R. 
7512) on the constitutional grounds indicated above. Apparently in deference 
to that disapproval, the Conference Committee revised H. R. 6842 so as to 
eliminate the come-into-agreement provision. 

During the 84th Congress, you asked for the advice of the Attorney General 
in reference to certain provisions of the Department of Defense Appropriation 
Act, 1956 (H. R. 6042, 69 Stat. 301). Section 638 of that bill prohibited the 
use of appropriated funds for the disposal or transfer of work performed by 
Department of Defense civilian personnel for 3 years or more “unless justified 
to the Appropriations Committees of the Senate and House of Representatives, 
at least ninety days in advance of such disposal or transfer,” with the proviso 
that “no such disposal or transfer shall be made if disapproved by either 
committee within the ninety-day period by written notice to the Secretary of 
Defense.” 

In his letter to you of July 13, 1955, since published as an opinion of the 
Attorney General (41 Ops., No. 32), you were advised: 

“The practical effect of these provisions is to vest the power to administer 
the particular program jointly in the Secretary of Defense and the members 
of the Appropriations Committees, with the overriding right to forbid action 
reserved to the two Committees. This, I believe, engrafts executive functions 
upon legislative members and thus overreaches the permitted sweep of legis- 
lative authority. At the same time, it serves to usurp power confided to the 
executive branch. The result, therefore, is violative of the fundamental con- 
stitutional principle of separation of powers prescribed in Articles I and II 
of the Constitution which places the legislative power in the Congress and the 
executive power in the executive branch. 
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“Another aspect of invalidity, of equal force, is presented by the proviso. 
Thus, while the Congress may enact legislation governing the making of 
Government contracts, it may not legally delegate to its committees or mem- 
bers the power to make contracts, either directly or by conferring upon them 
power to disapprove a contract which an officer of the executive branch pro- 
poses to make. Apart from the right of the Congress as a whole with respect 
to contractual authority, it is quite clear that committees of the Congress do 
not have the legal capacity to enact legislation. Nevertheless, the Appropri- 
ations Committees of the Senate and the House of Representatives have 
assumed to themselves that power in the present instance.” 

The Attorney General further advised, in connection with this bill, that 
since section 638 was, in his view, separable from the remainder of the act, 
and as it did not bear upon its substance as a whole, disapproval of the 
act was not deemed necessary. Instead, it was suggested that the offending 
section was not to be regarded as a legally binding limitation which the Con- 
gress could constitutionally impose. In your statement of July 13, 1955, to the 
Congress, you advised that section 638 would be “regarded as invalid by the 
executive branch of the Government in the administration of H. R. 6042, unless 
otherwise determined by a court of competent jurisdiction” (100 Con. Ree., 
pt. 6, 7135, bound). 

Another bill of the 84th Congress containing the same legal infirmity was 
disapproved. H. R. 9893, a bill to authorize construction at military installa- 
tions was returned to the House of Representatives on July 16, 1956 (102 Cong. 
Ree. 11788), without your approval because of two objectionable provisions. 
Section 301 of that bill provided that none of the authorized appropriations 
relating to the Talos missile “shall be effective until the Secretary of Defense 
shall have come into agreement with the Armed Services Committees of the 
Senate and of the House of Representatives with respect to its utilization.” 
In rejecting this requirement, you stated (H. R. Doc. No. 450, 84th Cong., 2d 
sess.) : 

“If the committees should fail or decline to agree to the plans prepared by 
the Secretary of Defense, the practical effect of this provision would be to 
lodge in the committees the authority to nullify congressional authorization. 

“The provision would also compel the Secretary of Defense, an executive 
official, to share with two committees of the Congress the responsibility for the 
earrying out of the Talos missile authorization. This procedure would destroy 
the clear lines of responsibility which the Constitution provides.” 

Section 419 of the same bill contained a like “come into agreement” provision. 
It provided that no contract for family housing units could be entered into 
“unless the Department of Defense * * * has come into agreement with the 
Armed Services Committees of the Senate and House of Representatives.” As 
to these provisions, you stated (id. at p. 2 

“While the Congress may enact legislation governing the making of Govern- 
ment contracts, it may not constitutionally delegate to its Members or commit- 
tees the power to make such contracts, either directly or by giving them the 
authority to approve or disapprove a contract which an executive officer proposes 
to make. 

“Two years ago I returned, without my approval, a bill (H. R. 7512, 83d 
Cong.) containing similar provisions. At that time I stated that such pro- 
visions violate the fundamental constitutional principle of separation of powers 
prescribed in articles I and II of the Constitution which place the legislative 
power in the Congress and the executive power in the executive branch. 

“Once again, I must object to such a serious departure from the separation 
of powers as provided by the Constitution. Any such departure from constitu- 
tional procedures must be avoided. 

“IT am persuaded that the true purpose of the Congress in the enactment 
of both of these provisions was to exercise a close and full legislative over- 
sight of important programs of the Department of Defense. This purpose can 
be properly attained by requiring timely reports from the Executive. Such 
reports would provide the Congress with the basis for further legislative action 
it may find to be necessary.” 

These objectionable provisions were subsequently eliminated (see 102 Cong. 
Rec. 11924, July 17, 1956). 

A year ago, on August 6, 1956, you issued a statement voicing objection to 
certain provisions of a bill calling for committee approval or disapproval in 
terms somewhat different from the “come into agreement” provision, but of 
like purpose and effect. H. R. 5881 (70 Stat. 1044) authorizes the Secretary of 
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the Interior to contract with States, irrigation districts, and others within the 
17 western reclamation States to assist in the construction of small reclamation 
projects. In approving the bill, you stated: 

“I have approved this bill only because the Congress is not in session to 
receive and act upon a veto message and because I have been assured that the 
committees which handled the bill in the Congress will take action to correct its 
deficiencies early in the next session. Specifically, a provision found in Section 
4 (c) is seriously faulty. The section provides that: 

“** * * no such contract shall be executed by the Secretary prior to sixty 
calendar days * * * from the date on which the project proposal has been 
submitted to both branches of the Congress for consideration by the appro- 
priate committees thereof, and then only if neither such committee, by com- 
mittee resolution and notification in writing to the Secretary, disapproves the 
project proposal within such period: Provided, That if both such committees, 
in the same manner and prior to the expiration of such period, approve the 
project proposal, then the Secretary may proceed to execute the contract: 
Provided further, That in the event either committee disapproves the project 
proposal, the Secretary shall not proceed further unless the Congress has ap- 
proved the same.’ 

“This language would thus require, before a project negotiated under the Act 
is allowed finality, a further act by the legislature. The action required can be 
viewed as either a legislative act or an executive act. However construed, con- 
stitutional defects are inherent. Viewed as requiring a further legislative act, 
the section is open to the objection that it involves an unlawful delegation by the 
Congress to its committees of a legislative function which the Constitution con- 
templates the Congress itself, as an entity, should exercise. 

“If the further act is considered as not legislative in nature, then there is 
involved what appears to be an unconstitutional infringement of the separation of 
powers prescribed in Articles I and II of the Constitution. I do not believe that 
the Congress can validly delegate.to one of its committees the power to prevent 
executive actions taken pursuant tolaw. To do so in this case would be to divide 
the responsibility for administering the program between the Secretary of the 
Interior and the designated committees. Such a procedure would be a clear 
violation of the separation of powers within the Government und would destroy 
the lines of responsibility which the Constitution provides. 

“Furthermore, the negotiation and execution of a contract is a purely executive 
function. Although the Congress may prescribe the standards and conditions 
under which executive officials may enter into contracts, it may not lodge in its 
committees or members the power to make such contracts either directly or by 
giving them the power to approve or disapprove a contract which an executive 
officer proposes to make. 

“I believe it to be my duty to uphold the Constitutional principle that only the 
Oongress can make the laws and only the executive branch can administer them. 
I am certain that there is little disagreement with this proposition and I have been 
assured that the purpose of the Congress in approving Section 4 (c) was to facili- 
tate legislative oversight of a new program. Fortunately that objective can be 
attained through well tested procedures fully compatible with our system of 
Government; for example, the Congress may require the Secretary of the In- 
terior to submit such reports as it may find of value in carrying on its legislative 
functions” (U.S. Code Congressional and Administrative News, v. 3, pp. 4836-37, 
84 Cong., 2d sess., 1956). 

The statement concluded with the observation that the Secretary of the In- 
terior will prepare to take action as soon as appropriations are made to implement 
the bill and “Section 4 (c) has been removed or revised.” 

With reference to Public Law 155, it is noted that the Commission on Organiza- 
tion of the Executive Branch of the Government (the so-called Hoover Commis- 
sion) urged the repeal of section 601 in Recommendation No. 10 of its Report on 
Real Property Management (Report Nos. 11-19 and Index, v. 2, pp. 35-36, 1955). 
The Commissicn also observed: “The Commission * * * questions the appropri- 
ateness of congressional committee participation in the executive function of 
operation on the ground that it is an invasion of the executive by the legislative 
branch” (H. Doc. No. 177, p. 36, 84th Cong.). 

By letter of April 27, 1956, this Department responded to the request of 
Senator McClellan, Chairman, Committee on Government Operations, for our 
views on S. 2479 “To repeal section 601 of Public Law 155, Highty-second Con- 
gress.” In favoring enactment of the bill, the Department’s letter pointed out that 
the provision sought to be repealed was similar to that contained in H. R. 7512, 





es 


f 


z 





i 





7077 


83d Congress (Camp Blanding Military Reservation, Florida); that your veto 
message presented the constitutional objections to the provision; and that “The 
position taken by the President in his veto of H. R. 7512 is equally valid with 
respect to section 601 of Public Law 155.” 

It thus appears that you have consistently opposed an invasion of executive 
office functions and powers through legislative devices of the character indicated. 
Your position in such regard is, I believe, fully supported by sound constitutional 
doctrine. 

I am of the opinion that section 601 of Public Law 155, 82d Cong., 1st sess., 
reflects the exercise of legislative authority not warranted by the Constitution 
and that it is, therefore, unconstitutional. 

You have also asked for advice as to the appropriate courses of action which 
might be taken in the event the indicated provisions are viewed as unconstitu- 
tional. I believe the most effective and practical course of action would be to 
urge the repeal by the Congress of section 601, along the lines of the bill (S. 2479) 
introduced during the last Congress. If you are agreeable to this suggestion, the 
Department of Justice would be happy to cooperate with the Bureau of the Budget 
in preparing such material as may be required. 

Respectfully, 
WILLIAM P, Rogers, 
Acting Attorney General. 

Mr. Nasu. Read the budget message, sir ¢ 

The Cuamman. Read what the budget message says. 

Mr. Nasu (reading) : 

I have been advised by the Attorney General that section 601 of Public Law 
155, 82d Congress, concerning certain real-estate transactions reflects the ex- 
ercise of legislative authority not warranted by the Constitution, and that it is 
therefore unconstitutional. I recommend immediate repeal of this provision. 


Mr. Rivers. Mr. Bates, will you yield ¢ 

Mr. Nasu. That is House Document No. 266. 

Mr. Rivers. Will Mr. Bates yield there, Mr. Chairman ? 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Bates, do you yield? 

Mr. Bares. I do, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Rivers is recognized. 

Mr. Rivers. This is not the first Attorney General who recom- 
mended that. The military occupies a special place in the Congress, 
a special place. No other department has that. And, I say, Mr. 
Chairman, when we require, as we do, the approval of this commit- 
tee—it makes no difference about my committee going out of existence. 
It makes no difference at all. But the fact that we have the right 
to require these things to be approved and disapproved by this com- 
mittee, it is strictly constitutional because of the fact that the mili- 
tary is singled out, of all the executive departments, to be operated 
by the Congress. We went into that thing, in a long discussion, in the 
recent reorganization bill. 

Mr. Price. Mr. Chairman 

The Cuamman. Mr. Bates, any further questions? 

Mr. Price. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield ? 

The Congress has taken this position within several other depart- 
ments of the Government, also. So if it is a constitutional question, 
it probably should be decided on that basis. 

r. Rivers. The military especially. 
_ Mr. Price. We have taken this position on 2 or 3 different pieces of 
important legislation having to do, for instance, with the General 
Services Administration and other agencies of the Government. 
Mr. Bares. Mr. Nash, I wonder whether the same thing would apply 














to the Sheppard subcommittee, which I understand is performing a 
similar function. 

Mr. Nasu. Under what law is that, Mr. Bates? 

Mr. Bares. It is under a custom or practice, if not under a law. 

Mr. Nasu. I am not familiar with the Sheppard subcommittee. 

Mr. Bares. But in the Appropriations Committee. As a matter of 
fact, we just had a briefing this morning by the Chief of the Bureau 
of Yards and Doc ‘ks, which requires, under the various things enu- 
merated, that he would get clearance from this particular sube ommit- 
tee for real-estate ac quisitions, and the funding of projects for certain 
purposes. This is after the money has been appropriated. 

Mr. Nasu. Mr. Bates, I am sorry I am not familiar with that. 

Mr. Bares. Don’t you think that is just as important to look at, 
as it is to look at this? 

Mr. Nasu. Yes, sir: I think so. 

Mr. Bates. Mr. Chairman, I do think that before this committee 
resolves this entire problem, that we should certainly consider the 
impact of the Sheppard committee on ours. Because ‘they are wait- 
ing for us to complete everything and then they have the final review. 
Whereas, historic ally, all the time I have been on the committee I 
have assumed that we gave final clearance. Now it appears that that 
is not true. So they are merely doing the same thing that we are 
doing, as far as I can make out. 

The Cuarrman. You must always bear in mind that the man who 
holds the money bag has a tight hold on everything. [ Laughter. | 

We do not hold the money bag. 

Now, there is one question I would like to develop some thought 
along, and it is with reference to the $50 million for the Department 
of Defense. That is not itemized. I think the justification of it may 
be well-founded, in view of the fact that it is being asked to imple- 
ment the research-activity authorization and the new Office of Re- 
search and Engineering. But I do think that the Secretary, by stat- 
ute, should be ‘required to report to Congress how he spends the $50 
million. And I think the section in the bill that requires those kind 
of reports should include the Secretary of Defense as well as the 
three military Secretaries, to make their annual report. 

Now, I grant you that under the broad language of the research 
section that was just reported out yesterday, under the Advanced 
Research Agency section, in the February bill, latitude is given for 
contracts relating to oe and laboratory work. But if we 
do give the blanket author ity, I do think the law should be oe 
to require the Secretary to say how the money has been spent, s 
Congress will have complete knowledge of how every dollar, of the 
money that is not earmarked has been finally earmarked and spent. 

Mr. Kilday. 

Mr. Kirpay. I notice in the bill the $50 million is in a lump sum. 

Secretary Bryant. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kipay. And without any line items. Was it proposed that 
we be given any justification, any type of categories in arriving at 
the total sum of $50 million, or anything equivalent to line item justi- 
fication, even though it not be carried in the bill ? 

Secretary Bryant. Yes, sir. 








As a matter of fact, the customary backup justification books cover- 
ing this $50 million, sir, for the Advanced Research Projects Agency, 
are being provided to Mr. Kelleher. They are classified and in con- 
siderable extent. 

The CuatrmMan. We have the information on that. 

Mr. Kitpay. Two other questions, Mr. Chairman. 

I notice you expected to get 400 additional family units in France, 
out of Commodity Credit ‘Corpor: ution funds. Later on, you state 
that the barter arrangement will probably not be available again. 

Do you think you can get those 400 units? 

Secretary Bryant. Yes, I do. Iam hoping that those funds will 
be available through generation of country-to-country title I type 
of transactions. 

Mr. Kitpay. With the Government of France taking them? 

Secretary Bryant. Mr. Arrington, are you here? 

The CuarrmMan. Yes, 

Mr. Ketiener. John Arrington. 

Secretary Bryant. Mr. Arrington has been following this in de- 
tail. If you would be so kind, I “would like to have him answer that 
more specifically, sir. 

Mr. Arrtneton. My name is John Arrington, Chief of the Family 
Housing Division. 

We understand that there is a possibility of a small title I sale 
with the Government of France during the coming fiscal year. 

Mr. Kitpay. You weren’t able to get that in the past. 

Mr. Arrincron. That is correct. It was previously not possible. 

Mr. Kitpay. One more question on Commodity Credit. 

Has there been any consideration given to the possibility of per- 
haps recreational facilities being prov vided out of ¢ ‘ommodity Credit 
funds? 

Secretary Bryant. Yes,sir. In some degree, we have accomplished 
that. 

Again, this will be in my opinion confined to those funds which 

an be generated through title I sales. 

Mr. Kitpay. Well, actually you are probably going to have to re- 
sort only to title 1¢ 

Secretary Bryant. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kitpay. In view of the position of the Commodity Credit 
Corporation, which I think is probably correct. 

Secretary Bryant. That is correct, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Devereux, 

Mr. Devereux. On page 7, with respect to the Navy providing the 
barracks and messhalls, 6,000 so and so, for enlisted personnel, dormi- 
tories, classrooms and administrative facilities —— 

Secretary Bryant. Yes. 

Mr. Devereux. To what degree have you looked over the situ- 
ation—I am not making reference to the Naval Ac ademy. That is 
pretty clear—as to what other facilities might be available through- 
out the Navy and Navy-owned property, “where perhaps some of 
these activities could be moved to existing facilities rather than build- 
ing new facilities—new barracks, and that sort of thing? How much 
of a review has been given on that? 
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Secretary Bryant. Well, I think I can safely say—conscientiously 
say—that that is part and parcel of our constant review, sir, in order 
to determine whether or not we can with propriety and in satis- 
faction of the requirement utilize that which we have before under- 
taking any new construction. 

So I am reasonably. satisfied that in this-particular. instance that 
same answer would apply. 

Mr. Devereux. Well, it has come to my attention, however, that 
there is some question, for instance, within the Department of the 
Navy, as to whether or not that is actually so. 

Secretary Bryant. Well, I should be very happy to review that 
item particularly. 

Mr. Devereux. All right, sir. 

Well, I will bring that to your attention, then. 

Secretary Bryant. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Devereux. Now, on page 13, with the Air Force hospitals, up 
at the top of the page—— 

Secretary Bryant. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Devereux. On what sort of chassis are those hospitals? 

Secretary Bryant. They are all 50-bed. They have no additional 
chassis or expansion capacity. 

Mr. Devereux. Why. is that ? 

Secretary Bryant. They are straight 50-bed. Because it would 
seem to be sufficient and has been so determined by both the services 
and the Health and Medical Assistant Secretary, to satisfy the re- 
quirement for that particular installation. 

Mr. Devereux. There is no anticipated future, or expanded re- 
quirement ? 

Secretary Bryant. That is right, sir. 

The CHarrman. Mr. Gavin 

Mr. Devereux. No, sir. 

I thought when we listened to his statement—it was my idea that 
we should make notes and things that are not clear to us. 

The CuatrmMan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Devereux. And we should then ask questions. 

Who is in overall charge of the surplus commodity program? 

Secretary Bryant. Well, it comes under the Family Housing Di- 
vision. Mr. Arrington is most familiar with it, sir. 

Mr. Devereux. I mean so far as the Department of Defense is 
concerned. 

Secretary Bryant. In connection with military housing, it comes 
within my domain. 

Mr. Devereux. Yes, sir. 

Secretary Bryant. If you are talking about military construction; 
yes. 

, Mr. Deverevx. Well, the implementation of the public Law 840; 
isn’t it? 

Mr. Ketiener. Public Law 480. 

Mr. Deverevx. 480. 

Secretary Bryant. Well, you mean the agency with which we deal, 
then ? 

Mr. Devereux. Yes. 
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Secretary Bryant. Well, the Commodity Credit Corporation, which 
of course, is also subordinate to the Department of Agriculture. 

Mr. Devereux. Weli, who coordinates all the efforts within the 
executive department ? 

Secretary Bryant. Well—— 

Will you answer that, please, Mr. Arrington ? 

Mr. Arrtneton. There is an interagency staff committee on the 
surplus agricultural disposal, which consists of representatives of the 
Bureau of the Budget, Treasury, Agriculture, Commerce, and the 
Department of Defense, and they establish country programs which 
include both a list of the commodities to be sold and a list of uses 
to which the foreign currency proceeds are to be put. 

Mr. Deverevx. All right. 

Is the State Department represented ? 

Mr. Arrtneton. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Deverevx. All right. 

Who chairs that committee ? 

Mr. Arrineron. I believe the Chief of the Foreign Agricultural 
Service in the Department of Agriculture. 

Mr. Deverevx. Do you know anything about his background, 
whether he is experienced in world trading or anything of that 
nature? 

Mr. Arrincton. He has just been replaced, Mr. Devereux, and I 
don’t know the current incumbent’s name. We can supply that for 
the record. 

Mr. Devereux. Well, I think that is rather important, because you 
are somewhat disappointed, and I have been disappointed—actually, 
at one time, several years ago, I talked to the commercial attachés, 
both in Paris and in Bonn, and they didn’t even know what I was 
talking about. I must say that I brought that to the attention of the 
Secretary of Agriculture, and he said they were thoroughly briefed 
as of the time I spoke to them. 

It has been my reaction that in many cases we do not have the capa- 
ble person in there to try and tie this whole package together, of the 
various agencies. I thought we had somebody at the White House 
level who was doing that, but apparently not. 

Mr. Arrinoton. I believe there is an interagency committee at the 
White House level. But the day-to-day work is carried out by the 
staff committee. 

Mr. Deverevx. On the Wherry housing units, do you have here 
how many units—I mean you spoke about these—I beg your pardon. 
You do have that. 

The permissive Wherry housing units: Do you think they are going 
ahead at the proper rate, the acquisition of permissive Wherry hous- 
ing? 
Secretary Bryanv. I think about as fast, if not faster, than they 
can be handled, sir, as a matter of fact, because involved is not only 
the acquisition and the details of the acquisition but also the subse- 
quent problem of making them adequate for occupancy as public 
quarters, a matter which we have discussed at great length with the 
subcommittee of this committee under Mr. Rivers. 

_ My answer to you question, again, is that, yes, as a matter of fact, 
it is going speedily. 














One interesting thing to me is the fact that, as will be observed 
here, in the figures that I gave, that of the 47,000 units which cumu- 
latively are expected to be ac quired by the end of this fiscal year, 
approximately 26,000 are mandatory, ‘which would leave a balance 
of 21,000 of the voluntary or permissive acquisition type. 

Mr. Dev EREUX. Approximately how long does it take to process one 
of those permissive types ? 

Secretary Bryant. Well—— 

Mr. Devereux. Have you any idea? 

Secretary Bryant. No. It varies considerably with the sponsor's 
attitude and the w illingness to negotiate promptly. 

Of course, in the case of the voluntary acquisitions, we should have 
less diffic salty than we do on the mandatory, because there is no means 
of persuading the sponsor through the condemnation route which is 
afforded us on the mandatory provision, so there is usually a pretty 
close meeting of minds at the initiation of the negotiations. 

But they vary, depending upon circumstances ‘and people. 

I do not think that I could give you a timetable. 

Have you any general, rough idea, Jack? 

Mr. Arrincron. No. Our experience has been a very wide latitude 
of times. I think it could be effected in as little as 60 days, and some 
of them, of course, have taken far longer. Where we file a declara- 
tion of taking, we usually get prompt possession. The subsequent 
court action, of course, is unpredictable as to time. 

Mr. Devereux. I am t: uking about the permissive. 

Secretary Bryant. Yes. I wish I could give you—— 

Mr. Deverevx. I bring the matter up because of the reaction I have 
had. Some people say, “It takes months and months and months to 
get something out, finalized.” 

We will move on, then: Page 29, on the revised barter program 
rules. 

Have you presented your position on that, as to whether you are in 
agreement with the revised rules? Do you have anything to say 
about it? 

Secretary Bryant. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Devereux. Who is the final authority ? 

Secretary Bryant. Mr. Arrington appeared at a recent hearing 
before the 

Mr. Arrrneron. House Agriculture Committee. 

Secretary Bryant. Perhaps you can explain to Mr. Devereux what 
happened—I mean what the result of that was and what our position 
taken was. 

Mr. Arrineton. Before the House Agriculture Committee, we gave 
a general résumé of our experience in the commodity housing program 
to date, with particular reference to a summary of the barter project 
in France. 

Our position is essentially as stated here today, in Mr. Bryant’s 
testimony, that whereas we, the Department of Defense, are quite 
pleased with the results of the project in France, we have to recog- 
nize that the construction is only one aspect of this complex under- 
taking. 

We have to accept the advice of the Department of Agriculture, as 
experts in that field, as to the impact of the commodity sales and barter 
programs on the world market. 
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They contend that they replace normal dollar marketings, and 
therefore Agriculture does not intend to proceed with additional bar- 
ter transactions except under very restricted rules. 

Mr. Devereux. Then this joint committee that you have in that 
area: What is their function? Must they accept, then, the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture’s advice on it? 

Mr. Arrtncron. The Interagency Staff Committee has cognizance 
only of country-to-country programs, and not the barter transactions. 
The decision to proceed with the barter transaction is entirely with 
the Department of Agriculture. 

Mr. Devereux. All right, sir. 

Secretary Bryant. May I add one thing there, Mr. Devereux, to 
clarify the record ¢ 

This has been a matter of considerable concern to me, and I, person- 
ally, have at various times met with officers and assistant secretaries of 
the Department of Agriculture, in an attempt to clarify positions. 
And I am still determined to proceed on the policy basis further into 
this matter, because I feel that it is difficult, too difficult for us at this 
time to take issue with the basic determinations of the Department, 
because they have all of the facts in their hands as to whether or not 
they can make all of these dollar sales and receive immediate dollars 
for the transactions. I am afraid there may be some areas in here 
where some of our requirements can be accommodated. In other 
words, I have some of the concern that I think you have expressed. 
So I am headed, again, in the same direction. And I intend to pursue 
it further. 

Mr. Devereux. All right, sir. ; 

Now, on page 30, on this Bureau of the Budget Circular A-45: Is 
that, in effect, a directive to different agencies ? 

Secretary Bryant. Yes, sir. This is a determination which was 
issued some time ago by the Bureau of the Budget specifying—and 
may I interpolate at this point? It was essential for them at that 
time to take in the whole field—not only just those which were under 
the cognizance of the Defense Department but other agencies, in deter- 
mining a basice—not a basic, but basic criteria as to what was adequate 
and what was inadequate, both with respect, that is particularly with 
respect to size. We had quite a little difficulty, and through mutual 
discussions finally got a determination of this issue, which I think is 
reasonably adequate for our needs. But it did not limit itself, in 
answer to your question, simply to defense, that is, the circular. 

Mr. Devereux. Then this is, in effect—the circular is a directive 
from the President ? 

Secretary Bryant. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Devereux. All right, sir. 

Now, on page 31, you say: 

The Department of the Air Force has completed review of the report from one 
major command and has determined 600 units to be inadequate. 

Secretary Bryant. Yes. 

Mr. Devereux. Now: 

Throughout the entire Navy they only had 600 units that were inadequate. 
There were more units considered by the Air Force than the Navy. 

However, in view of the fact that the Air Force bases generally 
are much newer than the Navy, do you see any lack of uniformity as 
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to which might be considered inadequate by the Air Force and which 
might be considered inadequate by the Navy ? ' : 

Secretary Bryant. I think I can answer your question this way: 

It might be a misinterpretation of the language that I used in my 
statement, which says that— 
the Navy has completed its determinations of: inadequacy. on 600 units, of an 
estimated total of 6,700. 

What I meant to convey there was that in our opinion they are likely 
to find most, if not all, of the 6,700 inadequate, but they have only 
completed and answered the question with respect to 600 as of this 
moment, as of this day. 

Mr. Devereux. You are not troubled, then, about having the same 
standards? 

Secretary Bryanr. I am not, sir. I think it is a matter of intensity 
of their review. 

Mr. Devereux. That is all, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Thank you very much. 

Now, members of the committee—— 

Mr. Rivers, you want to ask any questions? 

Mr. Rivers. I just wanted to ask the Secretary about the Polaris 
prograrh. 

Are you authorizing the Navy to construct the bases for the Polaris 
missiles ¢ 

Secretary Bryant. No, sir, not at the present time, except in an 
experimental fashion. The greatest amount of that activity will be 
confined, insofar as authorization is concerned, to the procurement 
angles, involving the submarines, themselves, from which they are 
to be launched. 

There is a little experimental work which requires a minimum 
amount for testing purposes landwise. - 

Mr. Rivers. Doesn’t the Navy allege that they may have a break- 
through at any time and they are urging you to approve that 
program ? 

Secretary Bryant. I know of no formal request on the part of the 
Navy for any construction requirement, that has not already been 
granted. 

Mr. Rivers. Didn’t the Navy request permission to build these 
Polaris bases? 

Secretary Bryant. Any information ? 

Mr. Fore. No. 

Secretary Bryant. I know of no instance where the Navy has made 
any request of us that has not been granted so far as military con- 
struction is concerned. If there is some doubt, that again is some- 
thing I would be very happy to review, specifically, with the Navy, 
and answer in my next appearance. 

Mr. Rivers. I wish you would. Because I understand differently. 
That is why I asked you. 

Secretary Bryant. Yes, sir, I am sure you do, and why you asked 
the question. 

The Cuarrman. We will find out from the Navy when the Navy 
representative comes on. ’ 

Now, Mr. Bryant, I want to thank you. And we will have to ask 
you to return when the committee reads the sections, because we want 
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to ask you a great many questions in reference to the sections. But 
for the time being, we will excuse you, with the thanks of the 
committee. 

Tomorrow morning we will have some representatives of the Army 
here, and we will go right on to the bill, after the general statement 
from the Army. 

And Mr. Kelleher will keep in touch with Mr. Bryant when we 
reach these sections in the bill. 

Mr. Ketiener. Yes, sir, the general provisions. 

The Cuarrman. And have Mr. Bryant back. 

Thank you very much, Mr. Bryant. 

Members of the committee, we will recess until tomorrow morning 
at 9 o’clock. 

(Whereupon, at 12:04 p. m., the committee recessed, to reconvene 
at 9 a. m., Friday, May 23, 1958.) 


House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
CoMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, 
Washington, D. C., Friday, May 23, 1958. 

The committee met at 9 a. m., Hon. Carl Vinson (chairman) pre- 
siding. 

The Cuarmman. The committee will come to order. 

Members of the committee, this is a continuation of the hearing 
on H. R. 12360. 

This morning, members of the committee, we have the pleasure of 
having our distinguished former colleague, Hon. Dewey Short, As- 
sistant Secretary of the Army, appear before us. 

Mr. Secretary, on behalf of the committee, I welcome you here. 
It is always a pleasure for the committee to have the benefit of your 
counsel and advice. 

The committee will be pleased to have you submit any statement you 
desire in reference to this bill. 

Secretary Snort. Well, Mr. Chairman and honorable members of 
this distinguished committee, naturally it is a pleasure for me to meet 
with you this morning and to open the Army presentation of the fiscal 
year 1959 military public works bill. 

The total estimated cost of the projects in the Army title bill be- 
fore you is $347,028,000 in new authorization, divided into $239,- 
959,000 for the continental, United States, $82,069,000 overseas, and 
permissive authorization in the amount of $25 million for unforeseen 
urgent requirements as qualified under the language provisions. 

The request now before you has been developed within a back- 
ground of austerity. We have really trimmed, I think, all the fat 
and almost cut to the bone, if not a few of the nerves. Within budget 
limitations, concerted effort has been applied to insure that our con- 
struction supports the most urgent requirements of vital Army mis- 
sions and operations. 

Before taking up a broad categorical summation of the projects 
comprising this request, I would like to review the planning pro- 
cedure upon which the program is based. I am sure all of you are 
more or less familiar with this, but it won’t take a minute to review 
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or remind you of the planning procedure upon which we base our 
program. The military construction program is planned and devel- 
oped only after a thorough examination and consideration of both 
our current and long-range requirements, weighted against our ex- 
isting assets. The relative priority of these requirements, within 
the budget resources available, determines the line item makeup of 
our request, which I am sure will be ably presented and reviewed in 
detail by General Shuler, who has worked long and hard on this bill. 

Broadly defined, our construction requirements fall into two major 
program elements—one, the emergency or modified emergency type, 
and the second the permanent type facilities. 

The first comprises facilities needed for special missions and de- 
ployments of other than permanent nature. Examples of these are 
construction for our surface-to-air missile tactical sites, logistic facili- 
ties in support thereof, construction required to meet the operational 
needs of our forces deployed i in overseas base-rights areas, and special 
training facilities worldwide. ‘The type of construction used to 
satisfy these needs is either of modified emergency type or emergency 
type, whichever is in consonance with the foreseeable tenure of the 
mission. 

The other major element of this request comprises permanent type 
facilities. In this connection the Army, some 5 years ago, reviewed 
and redetermined its long-range construction requirements. These 
requirements, specifically for providing permanent type facilities at 
our permanent installations, are in support of a stationing plan for 
phase I (650,000 men) of the long-range Army. At that time it 
appeared realistic and feasible to translate the overall requirements 
into annual increments programed over a 20-year period. This we 
refer to as the Army’s 20-year plan for permanent plant which was 
initiated in the fiscal year 1954 military public works program. Dur- 
ing the past 5 years, from 1954 chiouali the present 1958 fiscal year 
that will end next month, we have experienced a cumulative short- 
fall in this area of $403 million which must be recaptured to main- 
tain the schedule for completion in 20 years. Expressed otherwise, 
we will have completed only 18 percent through fiscal year 1958, 
although 25 percent of the time has elapsed. The reason for this 
shortfall is a combination of budgetary and fiscal restrictions, and 
compelling priority for construction within these restrictions, of the 
“other than permanent” category. 

I wish now to review briefly the new authorization content of title 
I and relate to the Army’s mission and operational responsibilities. 
This can best be summarized in three broad categories. 

First is the sum of $202.5 million directly related to the area of 
missiles which represents 58.3 percent of our total request; that is, out 
of our total request for $347 million, $202.5 million, or 58 percent, 
goes for the missiles. Starting with the surface-to-air missile pro- 
gram for defense of our key bases and our metropolitan and industrial 
centers in the United States and our key military installations over- 
seas, we are proposing a total of $147.0 million, including $6.3 million 
for logistic support facilities. The next group applies to research, 
development, and test facilities for missiles, which involves a sum of 
$38.5 million. 








I might interpolate at that point, Mr. Chairman, that the Army, 
when you consider the amount of money spent by all the different 
services, is very proud of the progress it has made and the great 
achievements that we have reached under such a small amount of 
money that we have had to spend in the field of scientific research and 
development. 

I hope the committee will study that question very carefully. 

We are mindful of the extreme importance and urgency of the needs 
in the field of new developments—because we can never hope to match 
man for man with the hordes on the Asiatic Continent and Soviet 
Russia with all her satellites; our only hope of victory or chance of 
survival in another world conflict is in the superiority of our weapons 
and the superior skill of the men who man those weapons. After all 
is said and done, man is the ultimate weapon, and there is no substi- 
tute for a highly trained, well-disciplined, and well-equipped soldier, 
with the most modern, up-to-date weapons. 

We are mindful of the extreme importance, I repeat, and the urg- 
ency of the needs in the field of new development, and we have at- 
tempted to insure that the requisite construction program keep in 
phase with this priority requirement. 

Of course we can build many more barracks and houses as fast as 
we like, because there are other requirements of perhaps higher pri- 
ority, but we are making pretty good progress all along the line in a 
well-rounded and well-balanced program with the funds that are 
available for us. 

Now, third, we have continued to recognize the important train- 
ing impetus generated by a modernized Army and its use of missiles 
both defensively and offensively. In this connection we have special- 
ized schools, 1 for surface-to-air missiles at Fort Bliss, Tex., and 1 for 
surface-to-surface missiles at Fort Sill, Okla. Included in this re- 
quest is a total of $17 million for the expansion and modernization of 
facilities in support of the training missions at these 2 installations. 

The second broad category is for requirements in overseas base- 
rights areas (exclusive of Nike) for which we are seeking $36.3 mil- 
lion, or 10.5 percent of our total request. This urgent and high pri 
ority requirement is for operational and logistic-type facilities in sup- 
port of United States Army Forces deployed in Europe and the Far 
East, in accordance with mutual defense agreements. Also included 
is a new station for the Signal Corps’ worldwide communication net- 
work, and modernization and expansion of Army Security Agency 
overseas installations. 

The third major element of this request is for permanent plant at 
our permanent installations. Included in this area is the sum of 
$106.6 million. The Army’s 20-year plan which I previously men- 
tioned now requires an annual increment. of $260 million in order to 
achieve our target completion date of 1974—the 20-year period from 
1954 to 1974. 

As may be readily observed, we have again been forced to accept 
another shortfall toward this goal. I note, too, that the program pro- 
poses only 158 units of MCA family housing. This we consider is a 
minimal request for this type housing, intended only for locations 
where fulfilling this requirement through the provisions of title VITI, 
Public Law 1020, 84th Congress, is not feasible. In accordance with 
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Department of Defense policy, we are continuing our endeavors to ac- 
complish the major portion of our family housing requirements either 
under the Capehart Act or in overseas areas through surplus com- 
modity balances. Finally, our request contains approximately 3,000 
less barracks spaces than the annual increment required for our 20- 
year plan. 

The remainder of the permanent plant contained in this increment 
consists basically of operational, training, storage, and maintenance- 
type facilities programed at installations where the greatest deficiency 
exists and where the immediate need is the most urgent. 

I assure this committee, sir, that the composition of the request I 
have just outlined has been thoroughly studied and developed on the 
basis of carefully evaluating each project, and represents the Army’s 
highest priority requirements within a limited budget. 

The Cuatrman. Thank you, Mr. Secretary. 

I want to say on behalf of the committee—and I know I voice the 
sentiment of each member of the committee—that this is’ a very 
strong, forceful, constructive statement, that will be of great aid and 
benefit tous in considering this bill. 

I particularly want to invite the committee's attention to the fact 
that in considering the line items in this bill we must bear in mind 
that this is an overall, 20-year program. Eighteen percent of it has 
been acomplished through appropriations, although 25 percent of the 
time has run against the 20 years. 

So in the preparation of the line items, I also want to say that the 
full information showing what the ultimate cost over the period of 
20 years is set out. It is most constructive and will be beneficial when 
we come to each line item. 

Again, Mr. Secretary, I want to thank you on behalf of the-com- 
mittee for the forceful, constructive, and beneficial observations on 
this bill. 

Secretary Snort. Thank you very much. 

The CHatrman. Now, members of the committee, are there any 
questions ? 

Mr. Bates. 

Mr. Bares. Mr. Chairman, I regret I was a little bit late coming 
in, but has the witness been identified ? 

The Cuatrrman. Yes, he has been identified. [Laughter.] 

Mr. Rivers, any questions ? 

Mr. Rivers. I would just like to say, Mr. Chairman, that the dis- 
tinguished Secretary’s statement evidences a great knowledge which 
he has garnered as a member of this committee and of the Congress, 
in addition to his service in the Department of the Army, aggre- 
gating nearly 30 years. And it is a strong statement and it shows a 
great knowledge of what is going on in the Army, which he helped 
to fashion to its modern point. 

I just particularly want to ask him about two questions on this 
statement. 

I was quite interested in the 2 types of schools set up under this 
bill—I mean that you have under this bill, in operation, and how 
you are implementing it—1 at Bliss and 1 at Sill. 
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The surface-to-surface is—— 

Secretary Suorr. Sill. 

Mr. Rivers. Is at Sill? 

Secretary SHorr. Sill. 

Mr. Rivers. The surface-to-air is at Bliss? 

Secretary Snort. Right. 

Mr. Rivers. Now, are you going about—here is my question. I 
am disturbed about this explosion which happened in the New York 
area and which we all lament. I am disturbed about what is being 
developed, Mr. Secretary, to prevent a chain reaction when an in- 
cident like the one on yesterday occurred, where you have a cluster 
of these missiles, which necessarily have to be had at these areas. 
Or would you prefer my asking General Shuler or somebody else? 
Because that is going to be a problem. 

Secretary Suorr. No, I think I can answer that perhaps without 
revealing any top secrets. 

In fact, it was al] in the paper this morning. This particular ex- 
= ocourred yesterday. Unfortunately, these tragie events do 

appen. You always do run a ealeulated risk. I can imagine not 
not only the mayor of the town but a lot of the people were a little 
angry at the Army. They said we had promised nothing like that 
would ever happen. Well, of course you can’t—— 

Mr. Rivers. Of course you can’t. @ know that. 

Secretary Snort. You can’t prevent aceidents. These missiles were 
not fired. It was an explosion, and unfortunately, eight of the Nike’s 
went up in smoke and powder. It killed 9, maybe 10 people. It did 
$200,000 worth of damage, in loss of the missiles, t ves. They 
cost, $24,000 apiece. And $100,000 damage to the loading ramp. But 
that is just 1 of 10 Nike sites that surround the great metropolitan 
city of New York, where you have 12 to 15 million peo the 
financial—well, it is almost the nerve center not only of the Nation 
but of the world. 

Now, these sites are dispersed, of course, as much as is humanly 
and physically possible. It has been my privilege to visit most of the 
Nike sites that surround the city of New York. We don’t tell the 
world, even our own people, just where each one of these sites hap- 
—_ to be, although most —— I think that live in the neighbor- 
100d realize their presence. They have them around Washington, 
around Pittsburgh, around Chicago, Frisco. We are going to build 
some more around Minneapolis, St. Paul, Cincinnati, St. Louis, Kan- 
sas City, and the Dallas-Fort Worth area. We are getting money 
for that. 

There are 23 cities where we have these Nike sites, with Ajax, that 
are now being supplanted or followed by the Nike II, Nike-Hercules 
which is about four times as powerful, that can shoot higher and far- 
ther, to give us increased protection against any possible enemy attack. 

Well, we are going along, and eventually we hope to get Nike-Zeus. 
That will be even more powerful and deadly and accurate. 

I don’t know, in answer to your question. We have these two 
schools—surface-to-air, at Bliss and White Sands Proving Ground, 
and the surface-to-surface at Fort Sill. That is going to be a prob- 
lem. We are wrestling with it now, and your committee is going to 
wrestle with it. Because it has been suggested that we expand Fort 
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Sill by rather vast acreage and at great cost. We have to decide 
whether after the expansion of that facility it will meet the most 
modern requirements and needs. And if we are not going to expand 
or acquire 280,000 or perhaps fewer acres than that, what are we 
going to do with Fort Sill? We have $250 million invested at Sill. 
You can’t walk off and leave it. 

Mr. Rivers. Knowing this committee, you know we will resolve 
it when the time comes. 

Secretary Suorr. Yes, Iam sure you will. 

Mr. Rivers. I want to say this, Mr. Secretary 

Secretary SHorr. Yes. 

Mr. Rivers. And I was impressed with another statement you 
made. I think the Army has done more than any other service with 
the least amount of money in the missile field. 

Secretary Suort. I am awfully encouraged and pleased to know 
that we have at least one friend left in the world. [Laughter.] 

Mr. Becxrr. You have more than one, Dewey. 

Secretary Suorr. It really cheers me up. I am not going to talk 
against any service, but I am going to talk for the Army. 

I think it is high time—— 

Mr. Rivers. I think you are to be commended in the missile field, 
and I want the record to show it. 

The Cuairman. Mrs. St. George, any questions? 

Mrs. Sr. Groror. I just also wanted to say how much interested 
I was in what I heard, in the very distinguished Secretary’s report. 

Certainly I would second Mr. Rivers’ motion. I am 100 percent 
for the Army and will remain so. There is just one thing I would 
like to ask, Mr. Secretary: Have we enough flexibility so that when 
we have to change these housing programs, as I can foresee we will 
certainly have to do, we will be able to do it? 

Now, for instance, you take this case near Port-Lyautey.' I don’t 
think that is going to be a very pleasant place to have a housing 
development in the near future. 

‘Now, can anything be done about that, or are these programs so 
rigid that if you say you are going to build a model village in the 
front line trenches you are going to have to build it there regardless? 

That disturbs me. 

The Cuarrman. What camp? 

Mrs. Sr. Grorcre. Port-Lyautey. 

Mr. Bares. Navy. 

Mrs. Sr. Grorcr. It is the same idea. We have some Army in- 
stallations that are in the same category. Take the missions in 
France today. We don’t know what is going to happen in that 
sountry. And there are lots of other places we don’t know about. 

Secretary Suorr. That is very true. That is why I pointed out 
in my original statement here that we have the two types of 
construction. 

Mrs. St. Georce. Yes. 

Secretary Suort. One is permanent installations here at home, and 
the others are temporary or modified temporary. 

Mrs. Sr. Grorer. Yes, but it seems to me that we ought to be able 
to shift them. In other words, when you see that one place is 
definitely hopeless or unhealthy for some reason or other and that 
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the change of Government there is going to affect it, that you would 
be able to change and take the money that is allotted to that and 
put it somewhere else. 

Secr retary Snort. Of course 

The Cuaiman. I will say the policy has been to always have some 
flexibility. 

(Mr. Kelleher nods.) 

The Cuamman. To meet the conditions just pointed out by Mrs. 
St. George. 

Secretary Snort. We are constantly striving for flexibility. But 
the difficulty you run into when you build abroad: you have to enter 
into agreements with foreign governments. 

Mrs. Sr. Grorce. Oh, I know that. 

Secretary Suorr. And you get into the field of diplomacy. 

Lyautey, in Africa, which I visited. 

Mr. Smarr. It is Navy. 

Secretary Suort. Yes, Navy. 

Mr. Rivers. We captutured that in 1942. We captured Port- 
Lyautey. 

The Cuamman. My recollection is in France it was privately con- 
structed and a guaranteed rental. 

Secretary Suorr. Yes. 

Mrs. Sr. Grorce. Yes. 

The Caiman. So there would be flexibility in that area in France, 
because we merely say that we won’t occupy the houses and we will 
liquidate the damages and just move out if it is not the proper place 
to live if the facts develop it. 

Secretary Suorr. We all know we paid the French pretty well for 
these bases. Even the ones in French Morocco. But now perhaps 
we are going to have to pay the Moroccan Government. 

Mrs. Sr. Grorcr. That is exactly the point. 

Secretary Suort. So I know the gentlelady 

Mrs. Sr. Grorer. I do know flexibility is very much needed at the 
present time. 

The CuarrMan. I would say 

Mrs. Sr. Grorce. Could I ask one more question there, Mr. 
Chairman ? 

The CuarrMan. Yes, ma’am. 

Mrs. Sr. Grorce. Mr. Secretary, you brought out the point, that 
we all certainly agree on, that in the final analysis men are what 
counts. 

1 wonder if you would be willing to give us an impression of what 
you think of this forthcoming cut in the Army, of about 30,000 men ? 

Mr. Hess. Reserves? 

Mrs. Sr. Grorar. No, this is not the Reserves. This is the Regular 
Army. 

I am very disturbed about it and I understand the approriations 
have gone through for the Army including this cut, and I am wonder- 
ing if there was anything that we could do. 

Secretar Vv Suorr. Your feeling in the matter pleases me a great 
deal. I am not going 

Mrs. Sr. Grorar. I would rather do more than please you. I would 
like to know whether some action is being taken. 























7092 


The Cuairman, I am glad to hear Mrs. St. George raise that point. 

We prepared a brief, and I could not appear in person before the 
Appropriations Committee, but I did prepare a brief and ask Mr. 
Brooks—because we were having a hearing on the reorganization 
program. 

I had Mr. Brooks appear before the committee to make a three- 
pronged fight, to restore the cut from 925,000 to a minimum of 
900,000; and to maintain the 400,000 National Guard and 300,000 
reservists. 

Now, I understand the Appropriations Committee is going to make 
money available for the National Guard and for the reservists. But 
they have refused to make money sufficient to authorize a minimum 
of 900,000. 

Now, we are going to take the fight to the floor. I hope the 
House—and it is going to be fought in the full Appropriations Com- 
mittee. I don’t know whether we will win. You always bear in 
mind that the true soldier fights when his battalions are weak. Any 
soldier can fight when his battalions are strong. 

We must make a fight, and I hope we will win the fight. Be- 
cause the facts and circumstances and the military responsibility does 
not warrant in this critical era in which we are living a reduction of 
the Army, of some 30,000. 

Now, I am disturbed about that. But I am also disturbed Mr. 
Secretary, about additional rumors that might happen in the days 
in front of us. 

Mr. Rivers. When the Congress is out of session. 

The Carman. So I want you to know as far as I am concerned 
and as far as Mrs. St. George and practically every member of this 
committee is concerned, we are going to make a fight, what we con- 
sider to be right and }praber for the personnel strength of the Army. 

Secretary Suort. That is most reassuring, Mr, Chairman, and you 
certainly have my blessing. 

The Carman. It is going to be fought all over the floor of the 
House. It is not overwhelmingly in favor of this reduction. 

Mr. Becker. Mr. Chairman 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Becker. 

Mr. Becker. On this same point—I agree with you and Mrs, St. 
George on the cut. 

Getting back to the National Guard and Reserves, while you say 
we are for 400,000 for the National Guard and 300,000 for the Re- 
serves, and the Appropriations Committee is going to appropriate 
money for it, despite that, we read in the papers that they are not 
going to spend the appropriation. 

The Cuatrman. We will cross one bridge at a time. 

Mr. Krrcntn. We will have quite a fight on that question, too. 

Mr. Hess. Mr. Secretary, I am disturbed, as Mr. Rivers is, on this 
happening in New Jersey. Last Friday, this committee stamped its 
stamp of approval on the full Nike sites surrounding my city of 
Cincinnati. 

At that time, the Department of the Army gave me a release which 
I could release to the city, which assured the people of the safety 
factors that were taken, that there was no danger at all. 

Now, here yesterday we had this terrible explosion. 
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Secretary Suort. No one was killed off the reservation or outside 
the base. 

Mr. Hess. I understand. But from the articles in the papers, some 
of the missiles—the warheads fell in various areas around there. 
Fortunately, nobody was killed. But I hope a complete investigation 
will be made and a statement will be issued, because I know exactly 
how these people feel in the vicinity of these proposed sites. 

Secretary Suorr. Oh, I can assure the gentleman that it will be 
most carefully investigated. 

The CuarrMan. Of course, accidents are liable to occur anywhere, 
and you are liable to have it somewhere else. But these cities must 
be defended. You can’t abandon defense because an accident 
happens. 

But at the same time, I know the Department will take every 
precaution to lessen the likelihood of accident. 

Now, Mr. Secretary, before you leave the witness stand, I want 
to compliment you and Secretary Brucker on having detailed Gen- 
eral Shuler to handle this bill before the committee. 

I want to at the very outset say that I have had occasion to ex- 
amine this Army phase of the bill, and I am deeply impressed with 
the way the information is set out in regard to each item of the bill. 

It is so complete—it furnishes the committee with detailed infor- 
mation, and it will save a great many questions and give the infor- 
mation that is absolutely necessary. 

As General Shuler is in charge of this bill, I am going to say that 
you have it in the hands of a most skilled, qualified officer in prepa- 
ration and presenting the bill. 

Secretary Suorr. I concur. 

The Cuatrman. I wanted to say that in the full committee. 

Secretary Suort. Yes. I concur most heartily and enthusiastically 
in what you said about General Shuler. Unfortunately, we are going 
to lose him over in the Pentagon soon. He will be going to the 
Mediterranean area, in charge of all public construction. It extends 
clear to Pakistan. 

The Cuarrman. I don’t know who will take his place, but who- 
ever it is I hope he will have as a guideline the manner in which the 
general has prepared these books and get the information to the com- 
mittee, to help us reach a decision. 

Mr. Rivers. And we hope you will give him another star, too, be- 
cause he certainly earned it. 

The Cuarrman. Thank you, Mr. Secretary. 

Secretary Suorr. I don’t think he would object. [ Laughter. ] 

We won't pin it on just now. [| Further laughter. | 

Mr. Chairman, you have been very gracious and kind, in your re- 
marks, as all members of this committee. 

I am going to take advantage of this opportunity for just a minute, 
to say to you, not only as a former member of your distinguished 
committee and as a Member of Congress, or even as an Assistant Sec- 
retary of the Army, but just as a friend and a fellow American, I am 
hoping that the press and the Members of Congress and certainly the 
Army, should get busy and try to tell the American people and make 
them fully realize the great significance of the breakthrough that the 
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Army made just a few days ago when we recovered this huge nose cone 
intact, which was fired by the Jupiter. 

It absolutely demonstrated and proved we have the tones we 
have the guidance, to shoot a missile 1,600 miles and then bring from 
outer space down through the earth atmosphere the cone 

Mr. Rivers. And you | got the brains, too. 

Secretary SHort (continuing). To hit the target area. 

To me, it is the most significant thing that has been done. 

The Cuarman. That accomplishment 

Secretary SHorr. Now, we proved the propulsion, the guidance, and 
the ability to recover the nose cone, and to hit within the target area. 

Mr. Rivers. The guidance is one of the most significant things, Mr. 
Secretary. 

The CHatrman. That accomplishment, to my mind, is far more im- 
portant than satellites. 

Mr. Rivers. Yes, it is. 

Secretary Snort. And I hope we won’t knock ourselves out by our 
own profligacy and by spending ourselves into bankruptcy in sending 
up a sputnik or a satellite in outer space that doesn’t particularly hurt 
or harm anybody, that we will not waste hundreds of millions of dol- 
lars by taking it out of our conventional forces and our conventional 
weapons and particularly of rockets and missiles that we have already 
proved and demonstrated. 

The Cuarman. I will say, Mr. Secretary, that in our hearing along 
in January and February on the missile phase, it was developed that 
in all probability we could have sent up a satellite. 

Secretary SHorr. No doubt about it. 

The Cuamman. Probably before Russia did. But we felt it more 
important to concentrate on the weapon phase, and the recent accom- 
plishment of the Jupiter demonstrates the soundness of that con- 
clusion. 

Secretary Sort. Absolutely. 

Mr. Becker. Mr. Chairman. 

I just want to comment on that, Mr. Secretary. Iam glad you said 
that, because every time a sputnik is up, the newspapers ‘and tne com- 
mentators have a week of this sputnik. 

Secretary Suorr. Yes. 

Mr. Becker. A whole week of it. And your accomplishment, that 
you just mentioned—nobody is more qualified than you, sir, that I 
know. That goes off the front page, goes off the paper, in 24 hours. 

Secretary SHorr. That is r ight. 

Mr. Becker. And the accomplishment that you mentioned, that. is 
so important, and the people not being told that through the commu- 
nications of the country. 

Secretary Suorr. And some people, if they had their way, would 
do away with Jupiter. 

The Cuarman. Thank you, Mr. Secretary. It is a pleasure to have 
had you before the committee. 

Secretary Suorr. Thank you. 

The Cuarrman. And before you leave, I want to say—you said in 
the last statement that some people might want to do away with Jupi- 
ter—that the Jupiter also has many friends in this committee. 

Secretary Sport. Thank you. 
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The Cuarrman. Now, Mr. Secretary, of course it will be a pleasure 
for you to stay while General Shuler is testifying, but if you have 
any other obligations, why the committee will excuse you, with the 
thanks of the committee. 

But we will have General Shuler now to go right into the bill. But 
if you don’t care to stay, you can leave. 

Secretary SHorr. Well, I am going to stick around a while, if you 
don’t mind. 

The Cuamman. All right. 

Secretary Suorr. But I am just going to be a member of the audi- 
ence. 

The CHarrman. Now, members of the committee, the next witness 
is Brig. Gen. William R. Shuler, Chief of the Construction Division 
of the Department of the Army. 

Now, General Shuler, you have a prepared statement and I trust the 
members will accord you the privilege to deliver it without interrup- 
tion. 

General Suuter. Mr. Chairman, may I say before I start on my 
statement that I most humbly thank the chairman and the committee 
for the remarks you so kindly made. 

I want to tell you that 1 have two objectives here, sir. The first 
is to give the committee frank and truthful and full answers to their 
questions, and if I can’t do it I will get the answers for the committee. 

The second is to get all my projects through this committee and get 
them approved, sir. [| Laughter. | 

The Cuatrman. All right, General. 

General SHuter. The Department of the Army is requesting $347,- 
028,000 in new authorization for military public works in title I of 
the bill now under consideration by the committee. 

Of this total $322,028,000 is for specific projects, and $25 million 
is for general authorization for unforeseen urgent projects when quali- 
fied under certain stipulated conditions. 

Of the defined unclassified projects $111,491,000 is requested for the 
continental United States and $9,416,000 for overseas areas—including 
Alaska, Hawaii, and the Caribbean. 

Of the total request $201,121,000 is for classified construction 
projects. 

The Army is requesting amendments to Public Law 209, 83d Con- 
gress, Public Laws 161 and 968, 84th Congress, and Public Law 
85-241, 85th Congress, for deficiencies in fiscal year 1954, 1956, 1957, 
and 1958 authorizations. 

These additional requirements have been brought about in large 
part by the general rise in construction cost indexes throughout the 
world. 

I will cover this request for amendments to the previous public 
laws when sections 105, 106, 107, and 108 are discussed. 

Before proceeding to a detailed review of the proposed Army au- 
thorization, I feel it would be helpful to outline the content of sec- 
tion 101 of the bill by broad categories, to discuss certain aspects 
thereof, and to review the authorization and fiscal position of the 
Army’s military construction program. 

There are nine broad construction categories into which our re- 
quested facilities fall. 
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The first category, “Operational and training facilities,” includes 
paving, control towers, and lighting facilities for air fields; fuel stor- 
age and dispensing facilities; communication buildings; aviation op- 
erations buildings; academic buildings; and guided missile training 
facilities. This category totals $28,228,000, distributed $27,038,000 
in the continental United States, and $1,190,000 overseas. 

“Maintenance facilities” includes buildings for maintenance of all 
types of equipment and plant used by the Army—such as aircraft, 
missiles, motor vehicles, communication and electronic devices. This 
category totals $12,933,000; $12,061,000 in the continental United 
States and $872,000 overseas. Included in this category are the main- 
tenance and logistical support facilities for our Air Defense installa- 
tions in the continental United States totaling $6,311,000. 

“Research, development and test facilities” include requirements in 
the amount of $9,931,000 to support the Army’s research and develop- 
ment programs, particularly in the field of guided missiles. 

In this connection, and to emphasize our responsibilities for con- 
struction support of research and development activities, I invite your 
attention to a classified project in section 102 of this title. This will 
provide special missile research and test facilities, both in CONUS 
and overseas, for a weapon development program of national priority. 
Additionally, as ar-elerated and unforeseen requirements arise, re- 
search and development projects would be authorized under section 
103 of this title, which I will discuss subsequently. 

“Supply facilities” include $3,950,000. Aircraft parts storage 
buildings and an ammunition storage igloo in the CONUS for a total 
of $167,000; and an increment of a logistic complex in Hawaii, and 
facilities in France for a total of $3,783,000. 

“Hospital and medical facilities” total $6,713,000 and include 
$6,488,000 for 2 permanent hospitals, alterations to another hospital 
and 2 dispensaries in the continental United States, and $225,000 for 
medica] facilities overseas. 

The new hospitals in this group are at Carlisle Barracks, Pa., and 
Fort McClellan, Ala., and are required to replace World War II out- 
moded hospitals which have long ago exceeded their normal life 
expectancy. 

‘Administrative facilities” consist of structures necessary for the 
administration of battalion and larger units. The major nonstandard 
structures under this category are the Ordnance Tank and Auto- 
motive Command Headquarters, the Missions Engineering Buildin 
to support our guided missile research program at Redstone Arsenal, 
Ala., and the Cartographic Engineering Building for the Army Map 
Service. The total amount requested is $10,334,000, $9,554,000 in the 
continental United States and $780,000 overseas. 

“Housing and community facilities” include barracks and bachelor 
officer quarters, family housing, service facilities and morale, welfare, 
and recreational facilities. The total amount requested is $43,963,000, 
divided $42,882,000 in CONUS, and $1,081,000 overseas. 

Beginning with fiscal year 1954 the tota] requirement for perma- 
nent long-range EM barracks was 460,000 spaces. The assets at that 
time were 181,000 spaces. By the end of fiscal year 1958, approxi- 
mately 66,130 more spaces will have been constructed or will be under 
construction. 
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Thus, a deficit of 212,870 permanent spaces still remain to be au- 
thorized, funded, and constructed. 

The new authorization request contains $25,359,000 for EM bar- 
racks. We are asking for $21,841,000 for 10,768 permanent spaces, 
and $1,971,000 for 2,609 semipermanent and temporary spaces at our 
surface-to-air guided missile training range at McGregor Range, Tex., 
and at Camp Desert Rock, Nev., respectively. 

The permanent long-range Army requirement for bachelor officers’ 
quarters is 13,400 spaces. A deficit of 5,513 spaces now exists. The 

resently proposed authorization program contains a request for 

225,000. 

Of this, $3,233,000 for 372 spaces is for permanent construction, and 
$992,000 for 652 spaces is for semipermanent or temporary construc- 
tion at McGregor Range, Tex., and Camp Desert Rock, Nev. 

With reference to family housing, we had a worldwide shortage of 
68,000 family units at the beginning of this fiscal year. The fiscal 

ear 1958 program should reduce the shortage of 53,000 units in the 
United States and possessions by 11,000. The bulk of the remainin 
deficit can be met by title VIIL (Capehart housing) if the flow o 
mortgage funds to finance construction is forthcoming. 

Progress to date has been slow because of the inability of success- 
ful bidders on construction contracts to secure long-term finance at 
the interest rates stipulated by law. 

’ The recent increase in allowable interest rates for Capehart mort- 
gages should help this situation. In order to accomplish the entire 
program, the title VITT housing laws must be extended. 

The 15,000 housing unit deficit in overseas areas can be met through 
the use of local currencies arising from the sale of surplus commodi- 
ties, if suitable arrangements can be made with the governments in- 
volved. 

We are requesting authorization for 11,447 units of Capehart hous- 
ing and 934 units of surplus commodity-type housing. The program 
does not contain any new dollar authorization for appropriated fund 
housing; 158 units of appropriated fund housing are contained in 
title I, and they are to be reprogramed from prior year’s authoriza- 
tion. 

The eighth category covers all utilities and ground improvements. 
This comprises such projects as electric utilities, heating plants, sani- 
tary sewer systems and water supply systems. This category totals 
$4,350,000 ; $2,872,000 for CONUS and $1,478,000 overseas. 

The last category is real estate. Land acquisition in the Army’s 
fiscal year 1959 program has been held to the minimum. Aside from 
land required for Air Defense missile installations, there are only 
three land acquisition projects. Two projects for a total of 537.3 acres 
at a cost of approximately $498,000 are in CONUS, and one project 
of 13.6 acres at a cost of $7,000 is in Alaska. 

It is important that the committee be provided a picture of the over- 
all status of Army construction authorization and appropriations. 

Accordingly, we have brought with us the summary chart shown 
to the committee last year, now extended to include an additional 
fiscal year. 








LR 2 


oO 
> 
© 
~ 





I-65 Ad —P}e—85 Ad —>}e— LS Ad—P}e—95 Ad—o}e—S5 Ad—p}e— 9S A 4—}e— £5 Ad} ZS Ad} 
661 98Sé6i 2s6I 9S6! Sséi vS6l eS6l zsé6i iS6I 


er en me oe oe 


WOOLY ee 











0002 








000S 
SUVTION NOTA SUVTI0G NOITU 


WVu90d "ANY NOILONYLSNOD AYVLITIN 





9 
2 





7099 


This chart reflects the cumulative totals of authorization, appropria- 
tions, obligations, and expenditures. It also includes the estimated 
projections through the coming fiscal year. 

Fiscal year 1959 will be the 11th year since the postwar return to 
specific authorization of the construction projects. 

The green line at the top of the chart reflects the authorization 
granted in 13 acts of Congress—omitting minor amending legisla- 
tion—between Public Law 626 of the 80th Congress and Public Law 
85-241 of the 85th Congress, the authorization rescinded by previous 
acts, and that for rescission in the bill now under consideration by this 
committee. 

The rescission shown as effective in August 1953 was accomplished 
by specific projects designated in title VI of Public Law 209, 83d 
Congress. 

That shown on June 30, 1956, and June 30, 1957, is the result of 
general rescission action on unused authorization. 

The effect of rescissions contained in section 507 of the general pro- 
visions of the bill now before you is indicated in part by “the drop in 
the dotted green line as it will affect available authorizations at the 
close of fiscal year 1959. 

I might state, Mr. Chairman, that the situation at the end of fiscal 
year 1! 159 will be a figure of $215 million, which will be our total un- 
funded authorization, which as you know, sir, is a considerable de- 
crease from the $363 million that we ended fiscal year 1958 with. 

At the close of fiscal year 1958, the total authorizations granted, less 
rescissions, will be $3,720.8 million, including authorization used to 
date. Approval of title I of the bill before you will result in a new 
total at the beginning of fiscal year 1959 of $4,056.5 million. 

The black lines shows similar history of MCA appropriations. 
Through fiscal year 1958, $3,358.0 million have been appropriated in 
12 acts of Congress, inc luding $34 million in fiscal year 1955 actually 
appropriated to the Sec retary of Defense and used by the Army for 
family housing. 

The Army is requesting $340,900,000 in MCA appropriations for 
fiscal year 1959, which will bring the total to $3,698.9 million. We 
would then have an unfunded net authorization of $189.6 million after 
fiscal year 1959 rescissions. 

If we add the $25 million, Mr. Chairman, to that figure that consti- 
tutes the general authorization for unforeseen requirements, which I 
will describe in detail later, that would bri ing the figure to the $215 mil- 
lion that I gave the chairman previously. 

The red and blue curves show cumulative obligations and expendi- 
tures, respectively. 

At the beginning of fiscal year 1959, it is estimated that a total of 

$3.250.6 million will have been obligated, and, of that amount, $2,898.2 
million will have been expended. 

It is estimated that $341.0 million fill be obligated during fiscal 

year 1959, which will result in an unobligated carryover into fiscal 


yes i 1960 of $107.8 million. 


As has been demonstrated to the committee in previous years, a 
carryover of even greater than this magnitude is necessary, both to 
cover Government costs and contingenci les for work already under- 
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way, and to allow new starts during July, August, and September prior 
to the availability of new money appropriated for the new fiscal year. 

We are continuing to use the authority granted us by Congress to 
strengthen our forward planning. Installation master plans and 
long-range construction programs are under continuing refinement. 

In the field of advance design, improvements in recent years are 
being extended. Practically all of the projects in the program before 
you have been designed to the preliminary stage, and we are now pro- 
ceeding with final design on many of the projects for contract award 
commencing as early as possible in fiscal year 1959. 

The estimates of cost, based on these preliminary plans, are as ac- 
curate as prebid estimates may reasonably be expected. 

There are three other items of legislation in title I of the bill which 
I would like to touch briefly upon now, and cover in greater detail 
later on during the hearing. 

The first item is section 102, which will enable the Secretary of the 
Army to establish or develop classified military installations and facili- 
ties. The total amount requested is $201,121,000, of which $128,468,000 
is in CONUS and $72,653,000 overseas. 

The construction support provided by authorizations in this sec- 
tion concerns the tactical and strategic requirements of surface-to- 
air and surface-to-sutface guided missile deployments, classified re- 
search and development needs, and sensitive communication and 
security needs. 

The second of these is section 103. This section will permit the 
Secretary of the Army to establish or develop Army installations and 
facilities by proceeding with construction made necessary by changes 
in Army missions, new weapons developments, new and unforeseen 
research and development requirements, or improved production 
schedules. 

This authority will be used only if the Secretary of Defense de- 
termines that deferral of such construction for inclusion in the next 
military construction authorization act would be detrimental to the 
interests of our national security. 

The total amount of authorization being requested under this sec- 
tion is $25 million. 

The next is section 104. In this section we are requesting authori- 
zation for construction of non-MCA housing at specific locations. 
Because of the fact that this housing will be constructed under the 
surplus commodity and the Capehart programs, no money amounts 
are involved. 

The proposed program in title I is contained in three books. One 
book is a condensed version of the program including station sum- 
maries and lists of projects, with their scope and cost, to be built at 
each installation. The other two books contain the detailed justi- 
fication sheets for each individual line item in the program. Copies 
of these books have been furnished for each committee member. 

Mr. Chairman, that concludes my statement, and I thank you, sir, 
for the opportunity. 

The Cuatrman. Thank you very much, General. Your statement, 
like the one submitted by the Secretary, is very constructive and 
beneficial to the committee. 

Now, just a few questions from me. 
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Now, let’s take the housing. 

There is in this bill, then, authority to build 11,447 Capehart 
houses, is that correct ? 

General Suuter. Yes, sir, that is correct. 

The Cuatrman. Now, under the law passed last year, they had to 
be line items, did they not? The line items are in the bill where 
these houses are to be built? 

General Suuter. That is right, sir. 

The CuatrmMan. Now, in addition to that, we will build 934 units 
overseas 4 

General Suuter. That is right. 

The Cuarrman. Out of commodity funds. 

Now, in addition to that, we will build 158 units that has been 
authorized as direct appropriated construction. 

General Suuter. That is right, sir. 

The CuarrmMan. Some 30,000 is the authorization, and we are only 
going to use 158 of them as far as the Army is concerned. 

Now, those are all the questions I desire to ask you right at this 
point. 

Mr. Gavin, any questions ? 

Mr. Gavin. I haven't. 

The CuarrMan. Mr. Rivers, have you any questions? 

Mr. Rivers. No. 

The CHarmrman. Members, instead of going around the committee, 
any member of the committee any questions to ask the general on his 
general statement ? 

Mr. Bares. Mr. Chairman 

The CuarrMan. Mr. Bates is recognized. 

Mr. Bares. General, I was trying for the last couple of days to 
try to determine who coordinates all these various programs. Now, 
you have works; you have missiles coming off the line. 

Now, who actually does the coordination of these various pro- 
grams? 

General Suuter. You are talking about in the Army, sir? 

Mr. Bates. Yes. 

General Suuter. Mr. Bates, this particular program starts in the 
planning stage about 2 years before now. 

Mr. Bares. Just to save time. After all the money has been ap- 
propriated and you have been given the green light to proceed. 

Now, in the event a missile is going to be delayed, or you are going 
to be delayed, who coordinates all of that planning ? 

General Suvter. Sir, as I understand it, you are now talking about 
the execution side of the program and not the planning side? 

Mr. Bates nods. ) 

yeneral Suuter. All of our construction is based on the same 
plans as the people who procure equipment and the people who train 
the people to use the equipment and who will occupy this 
construction. 

Now, theoretically, this is put together so that it all comes out at 
the same time. It doesn’t always work that way, because as you say 
there are delays sometime in production, there are delays in con- 
struction, and there are delays in training. 
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We have had cases, sir, where troops have had to be deployed out 
on the ground because the construction wasn’t completed, and that 
condition lasted for 2 or 3 months, let’s say, and then they had the 
construction. 

The coordination of that, sir, is done by the Deputy Chief of Staff 
for Logistics, as far as the procurement of the equipment is con- 
cerned and getting the construction done. 

As far as the training is concerned, sir, that is, of course, the re- 
sponsibility of the particular command that handles the training. 

But in the Army Staff, sir, the Deputy Chief of Staff for Opera 
tions, the Deputy Chief of Staff for Personnel, the Deputy Chief of 
Staff for Logistics, as the General Staff agencies in the Pentagon, in 
the Army, coordinate this entire effort to try to make this thing come 
out as it should come out, so that you don’t get one done ahead of 
the other. 

Mr. Bares. But they keep advised on the progress of each? 

General Suuter. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bares. And they don’t give you the green light for construc- 
tion if they anticipate difficulties on produe tion ? 

General Suuter. That is right, sir. We certainly don’t want to 
construct something and have it sit vacant for a year because either 
the people aren’t trained or the production doesn’t come off the line. 

Mr. Bares. Except we have seen that. 

General Suuter. Sir, 1 don’t believe the Army—— 

Mr. Bares. Well, I won’t get into any particulars. But we have 
seen it, and I cited a case yesterday in one of the services. 

General Suuter. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bares. Now, at Carlisle Barracks, how far is that from Valley 
Forge ? 

General Suuter. I have been stationed at Carlisle Barracks, sir, 
and I am not certain of the mileage, but it isn’t too far. I think it is 
probably about, oh, I would estimate about 10, 15 miles, sir. 

Mr. Bares. And what is the condition of the Valley Forge Hospital 
now? That isan Army hopsital, isn’t it ? 

General Suvuter. Yes, sir. I would ask Colonel Cleland to check 
me out. 

But my knowledge of that, sir, is that that is a mobilization type 
hospital, which is on a mobilization standby basis. It is a wooden 
hospital built during World War II. 

Am [ right, or wrong? 

Colonel CLEeLANb. It is a brick hospital. It is a two-story brick 
hospital built during World War II, mobilization type. 

General Suuter. Is it on standby / 

Colonel CieLanp. It is not the permanent long-range Army pro- 
gram for retention as a permanent facility. 

Mr. Bares. Now, tell us why. After all, the War Department and 
the Navy Department downtown were ce in 1917 as temporary 
buildings and they are still using them. I don’t see the intention of 
getting rid of them. 

Now, if you have a brick building built during World War IT, 10 
miles from this site, why can’t that be used now ? 

Colonel Cietanp. Well, sir, we do have hospitals that are built of 
brick that we are using and plan to continue to use for some time. 
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As an example of it, the proposal is for the requirements of beds in 

a given area to be rovided by permanent construction in the long- 
i program, and it is my understanding that the hospital at Dix, 
which is curr ently being built 500 on 1,000 beds, can have additional 
wings added to it to take care of the beds in that particular area of 
the country. 

Mr. Bares. I understand that. But that is Dix, and that is prospec- 
tive. We will get to Dix before we are finished. 

But let’s talk about this one. Why can’t you use a brick hospital 
built during World War II that is only 10 miles from the proposed 
site here ? 

General Suuter. I am not certain of that mileage. I would like 
to get a check on that. But I do know, Mr. Bates—and again from 
being stationed at Carlisle Barracks—that a hospital is required at 
Carlisle Barracks for a station hospital and also the type this hospital 
is for, because of the number of people who live on the post and who 
need immediate hospital service. 

Mr. Bares. I won’t argue with the dispensary. You need some- 
thing on the site. But how many of us in civilian life have a hospital 
within 10 miles? 

Colonel CLeLaAnp. Well, sir, the hospital at Carlisle was originally 
proposed as a 25-bed hospital, but later at the Bureau of the Budget’s 

request and Department of Defense, in consideration of joint utiliza- 

tion, the hospital at Carlisle was increased to 50 beds to provide 15 
prisoner-patient beds from the New Cumberland Depot which will be 
closed down, that particular hospital. 

It has beds in for the Olmsted Air Force Base, which is south of 
Harrisburg. It takes care of Tobyhanna, Letterkenny, of Harrisburg 
Military District, of Indiantown Gap, and the various colleges in that 
area that have ROTC detachments. So it is an area hospital, sir. 

Mr. Bares. You are talking about the 50-bed one at Carlisle? 

Colonel CLELAND. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bares. What I am trying to find out is why don’t we utilize 
Valley Forge? It is a brick building, built during World War II. 
Instead of building a new one, if it is “only 10 miles : away. 

Will you get that information for the committee ? 

General Suuter. Yes, sir, I will furnish that information. 

Colonel CLeLanp. You mean the distance from Carlisle to Valley 
Forge. 

Mr. Byrne. Sixty or seventy miles. 

Colonel CLELAND. Yes, sir. 

General Suuter. I said I wasn’t sure. I made a bad guess. 

Mr. Byrne. Valley Forge is at Norristown. 

Colonel CLELAND. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Gavin. Valley Forge is being utilized now, and I understand 
there are some 1,800 patients there. 

Mr. Byrne. That is right. 

Mr. Gavin. What gave you the idea that Valley Forge was not being 
utilized ? 

Mr. Bares. I don’t recall yielding to the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania. 

Mr. Gavin. I don’t recall—he said—— 

The CuarrMan. One minute, now. 
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Mr. Bares. May we have some regular order here, Mr. Chairman? 

The Crarrman. The rules of the House require members to get 
permission from the chairman before interrupting. 

Mr. Gavin. Except the chairman. 

The Cuamman. Except the chairman, that is right. [Laughter.] 

The rules of the House always permit the chairman to make a speech 
when his conscience dictates that he should. [Further laughter. | 

General Suvuter. Mr. Chairman, may I apologize to Mr. Bates by 
misleading him with my estimate of the 10-mile figure. I think if I 
had known the distance and said 60 miles, it might have put a different 
complexion on the Congressman’s question. 

Mr. Bares. I think it would be a little bit more than little. [Laugh- 
ter. | 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman—will the gentleman yield ? 

Mr. Bares.. I yield. 

Mr. Rivers. Is Valley Forge being fully utilized? You know, we 
had a subcommittee go up there one year. It is a magnificent installa- 
tion. 

What about that, Colonel ? 

Colonel CLELAND. It is, sir, for the area utilization of beds, the pol- 
icy being to hospitalize a man in a specialized treatment facility that 
is close to his home. It is being utilized as such. 

But in connection with the long-range retention of the facility, I 
think it is the plan, in view of the reduced number of beds, the facility 
wouldn’t be fully utilized in peacetime. 

Mr. Rivers. We saw that installation. It is a magnificent installa- 
tion. 

Mr. Gavin. Would the gentleman yield? 

The Cuamman. Mr. Bates, do you yield to Mr. Gavin? 

Mr. Bares. If he asks me, Mr. Chairman, I might. 

The Cuarrman. Do you yield? 

All right, let’s get down. 

Mr. Bares. Very briefly, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Gavin. The last I heard—naturally I was interested and was 
on the committee with my good and able friend, Mr. Rivers—this 
hospital now has a greater number of patients than it has ever had 
before. 

on wondered why the gentleman happened to pick out that par- 
ticular hospital, in my State, to make some inquiry about. [Laughter. ] 

Mr. Bares. Mr. Chairman, I didn’t know it was beyond the oppor- 
tunity for members to question an item if it happens to be in the State 
of any other member. 

Mr. Gavin. No. I just say, why? What is your reason for it? 
Because I was up in Fort Devens, Mass., at that hospital 

Mr. Bares. Mr. Chairman, I don’t yield any further. 

The Cuarrman. Goright ahead, Mr. Bates. 





Mr. Bares. General, in the enlisted men barracks, how many square 
feet per man do you propose to have in this building? 

General Suter. Seventy-two square feet net per enlisted man, sir. 

Mr. Bares. And what is your average today ! 

General Sauter. What is the average? 

Mr. Bartrs. Average today. Is your average today 72? 





7105 


General Srruter. That is a peacetime figure, sir. We try to get 
that in the World War II wooden barracks. I think they are a little 
more crowded. 

Mr. Bates. In World War II, you had 50, as I recall it. 

General Souter. Yes, Sir. 

I would like to furnish that figure accurately, but I thing it is less. 
I am quite certain of that. 

Mr. Bares. All right. Will you supply that information ? 

General Suvuter. Yes, sir. The space standards for Army barracks 
are computed on a square foot per man basis and vary with the criteria 
of construction involved. For permanent construction at permanent 
installations, it is 72 square feet net per enlisted man, for modified 
emergency construction this is reduced to 60 square feet per man. For 
emergency or temporary construction, utilized in event of mobilization, 
the standard is dropped to 55 square feet per man. 

Mr. Bates. Now, as far as your BOQ’s are concerned, it runs 
$8,600 per officer ? 

General Suuter. The statutory limit, sir, is $7,500 per officer. 

Mr. Bates. Well, now 

General SuHuter (continuing). And that is building to the 5-foot 
line, Mr. Bates, and the utilities outside the 5-foot line would add to 
that cost and are not within the statutory limit. 

Mr. Bares. The figure you gave us, according to my computation, is 
$8,600. 

General Suuter. Could I ask which—oh, I see what you mean. 

Mr Bares. On page 4, 372 spaces, $3,233,000. 

General Suuter. If you are dividing, sir, the number of men into 
the total cost, you are including all costs, which include all utilities and 
other costs outside the 5-foot line of the building. 

What I said, sir, was that if you take just the building to the 5-foot 
line, it can’t exceed $7,500 without a waiver by the Department of De- 
fense, and that waiver must be based on unusual circumstances. 

Mr. Barres. And the maximum figure is what ? 

General Suutrer. Is $7,500 per man for the building to the 5-foot 
line. 

Mr. Bares. All right. 

Now, how close do you come tothe maximum? Is this the maximum 
figure you are giving us here? 

General SuHuter. We are giving you that figure, sir. The stand- 
ard plan for the building is designed toward that figure and approved 
by the Department of Defense, and the final price—— 

The Carman. This is very important information, highly im- 
portant. 

Go ahead, now. 

Let’s be in order, please. 

General Sauter (continuing). The final cost of this building, Mr. 
Bates, will be based on competitive bidding, and if the low bidder 
comes in, the low responsible bidder comes in at a lower price, we are 
very happy. 

If he goes over the price, as I say, we have to go to Department 
of Defense and try to get a waiver. It will not be granted unless 
there are unusual circumstances, such as expensive foundation condi- 
tions where you would have to use piling or something like that. We 
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can’t exceed the statutory limit, except by getting the waiver, which 
is provided for under the law. 

r. Bates. May I ask Mr. Kelleher whether this price is brought 
in line with what we have had in prior bills? 

Mr. Keuiener. For the last 2 years, Mr. Bates. The $7,500 limita- 
tion was imposed only 2 years ago. It was $5,000 prior to that time. 

General SHULER. The difference, Mr. Bates, did not overcome the 
cost-index rise in construction between the period of the $5,000 and 
the $7,500 limitation. 

The CHarRMAN. Any further questions, Mr. Bates? 

Mr. Bares. Has this all been standardized with the other depart- 
ments ? 

General Suuter. Yes, sir—sir, that is standardized with the De- 
partment of Defense. 

Mr. Bares. I see here you expect to get some Commodity Credit 
housing. 

General Suuter. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bares. In view of the Secretary’s statement yesterday, I 
thought that would be a most remote possibility. 

General SHULER. Sir, we would like to get the authorization. We 
would like to work to get. it, and we w ould certainly hope to get it. 
We can’t guarantee this committee that we will get all these arrange- 
ments, but we certainly hope to get it. And unless we have the au- 
thority, it would delay the execution of the program. 

Mr. Bares. You are not counting on it too much, in view of the 
statement of the Department of Agriculture ¢ 

General Suuter. Sir, I am counting on it. 

The Cuarrman. Mrs. St. George, any questions ? 

Mrs. Sr. Grorce. No questions. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Hess, any questions / 

Mr. Hess. No questions. 

The Cuarman. Mr. Rivers, any questions ? 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask General Shuler if he 
recalls the little discussion we had here one time on that hospital for 
Fort Jackson. 

General Suuter. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Does the Army have any intention of doing anything 
other than in stalling that project ? 

Mr. Becker. Other than what ? 

Mr. Rivers. In stalling it. 

Mr. Becker. In stalling 

General Suuter. Mr. Rivers 

Mr. Rivers. I might say this, that that is where I learned to admire 
you, because of the genuine manner in which you carried the ball. 
Just like you were an all-American at West Point, you are an all- 
American here. I admire you for the fight, in spite of the fact you 
have nothing against me, and I have nothing against you. You 
ought to do something there. I recognize you are not in charge of 
policy. 

General Suuter. Yes. I feel, though, in answer to your question, 
I should put in the record exactly what the situation is on Fort Jack- 
son hospital. I_would like the opportunity to do that now. 

The atainshiions: Put that in the record, General. 
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General Suuter. May I give it to the committee orally or do you 
wish me—— 

Mr. Rivers. Give it. I want it now, Mr. Chairman. I happen to 
represent that little State down there, at times. 

General SHuter. May I say something off the record ? 

Mr. Ketiener. Off the record, Sam. 

(Further statement off the record.) 

The Department of the Army submitted to the Department of De- 
fense on May 24, 1957, an apportionment request for $350,000 to pro- 
vide funds for the design of a 500 on a 1,000-bed chassis hospital for 
Fort Jackson. 

On the 6th of June 1957, Department of Defense submitted this 
project to the Bureau of the Budget, in conformance with Bureau of 
the Budget Circular A-27. 

This circular requires review by the Executive Office of the Presi- 
dent of all Federal hospitals and convalescent facilities in order to 
prevent overlapping and duplication of federally provided hospitals 
and facilities. 

On June 21, 1957, the Bureau of the Budget returned the Army 
apportionment request for the $350,000 for the design of the hospital 
at Fort Jackson on the basis of the following statement, and I quote: 

Initiation of permanent construction at existing installations now consisting 
entirely of temporary construction should be deferred where there are unresolved 
questions as to the long-term requirement for retaining such installations. 

And this is a quote from the Bureau of the Budget turndown, sir. 

The funds for this design were deferred by the Bureau of the 
Budget without prejudice, pending the resolution of the question as to 
the long-term requirement of Fort Jackson. 

On the 8th of July 1957, which I think, sir, is quite promptly, after 
the date of June 21, 1957, of the turndown, a memorandum from the 
Under Secretary of the Army to the Assistant Secretary of Defense 
(Comptroller) requested that the apportionment of $350,000 for the 
design of the Fort Jackson Hospital be reconsidered and approved. 

By memorandum of December 23, 1957, the Bureau of the Budget 
informed the Assistant Secretary of Defense (Comptroller) that 
although the Army declared Fort Jackson a permanent station on 
March 21, 1956, it is believed subsequent developments make it advis- 
able to reevaluate this decision and that the future need for this 
station should be redetermined before any additional construction is 
planned. 

On the basis of the above, the Bureau of the Budget withheld con- 
currence on the action to proceed with the development of the design 
of the Fort Jackson Hospital. 

So the status, sir, is that we have a cost of $10,434,000 as the author- 
ization and money that would be required for this hospital. Public 
Law 161 of the fiscal year 1956 authorization act authorized $5 
million, and that amount of money was appropriated by Public 
Law 219 of the fiscal year 1956 appropriations act, and last year, 
sir, Public Law 241 fiscal year 1958 authorization act raised the 
$5 million authorization to $7,500,000. 

The hospital will take about a year to design. The Army made a 
strong effort to get the money to design it—that is all I can give 
the Congressman on it at this time. 
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Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman, I want to say this: That is one of the 
most reprehensible acts the Bureau of the Budget has ever perpetrated 
on a branch of the services. The committee approved it. The Army 
requested it on two occasions. They nullified on some facetious 
grounds. They are setting themselves up above the professionals of 
the Army. They requested it. It is a tragic thing that here we 
are powerless, while two or three people down there veto something 
that the Army testifies they need. 

At Fort Jackson, S. C., the only boot camp for three States, and 
the largest State in the whole Southeast is Georgia, and it includes 
Georgia. Georgia is the largest State east of the Mississippi—58,868 
square miles. And South Carolina has 32,000. And North Carolina 
has 43,000. And that entire area—here is a boot camp for that entire 
area and somebody is vetoing it. Regardless of what they say—it is 
hard to contain myself. 

I know, Mr. Chairman, that this thing is a political thing. The 
Army has asked for it. The committee has approved it. And here 
we are powerless. We ought to do something about it. 

The Cuarrman. Thank you very much, General. 

I want to compliment you on being a very outstanding witness——one 
who always knows what is going to be inquired of him. [Laughter.] 

Mr. Rivers. I didn’t even know you were going to have anything 
on this. I haven’t spoken to yeu for months. 

General Suuter. That is right. 

The Cuarrman. He anticipated it. That makes him a clever witness. 

Now, any more questions ofa general nature ? 

Mr. Lanxrorp. Will the gentleman yield ¢ 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman, I am serious about that. 

The Cuamman. There is nothing we can do about it. Haven’t you 
found that out yet ? 

Mr. Rivers. Take it lying down, then ¢ 

The Cuamman. You can take it standing up. It doesn’t make a 
bit of difference. 

The Cuarrman. Off the record, I would like to make an observation. 

(Further statement off the record. ) 

The CHairman. Now, let’s get down to business. 

Mr. Lankford ? 

Mr. Lanxrorp. General, while we are on the subject of hospitals, 
I wonder if you could tell me the status of the hospital at Fort Meade. 

Colonel CLeLanp. Sir 

The Cuatrman. Isthe Medical Department ? 

Colonel Cietanp. Yes, sir. 

The hospital is now being advertised—the 12th of May it was ad- 
vertised for bids, and I understand it is to be contracted, or the plans 
are to contract for its construction by July 1. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. Thank you. 

The Cuamman. Any further questions ? 

I have a few questions I want to ask. 

Does anyone have any questions ¢ 

(No response. ) 

The Cuamman. If not, I would like to ask this question: 

Last year we authorized $293,103,000. Can you advise the com- 
mittee what amount was unfunded of that $293,103,000? 
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General Suuter. Mr. Chairman, I can give you the approximate 
figure of 40-odd million dollars. I would have to add this up. It is 
around $45 million. And to be sure of what I am saying, these are 
projects authorized by this committee last year which we have not 
yet funded in this same fiscal year, fiscal year 1958, for construction. 

Is that what the chairman has asked me, sir ? 

The CuHatrmMan. We must develop as we go through this bill how 
much is unfunded on each one of these items. We must get some more 
information as to how much is funded and how much is unfunded, 
on each one of these items. 

General Suuter. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Kelleher, have you that information ? 

Mr. Keviener. Yes. 

Mr. Chairman, the Army did not fund items in the amount of 
$46,947,000 of the authorities granted in Public Law 241, which was 
last year. 

The Cuatrman. Can it be estimated in these line items, which the 
Army did not fund ? 

Mr. Ketiener. I made appropriate notes to indicate that when we 
came to the station. 

The Cuatrman. All right. Now, General, this year you are asking 
for $347,028,000. As I said, last year it was $293,103,000. 

What brought about the increase in dollars and cents over and above 
last year, when we stretched it out based on a 20-year program? 

General Suuter. Well, Mr. Chairman, the 20-year program that 
Secretary Short outlined is a program for permanent construction at 
permanent installations. 

The Cuarrman, Thatis right. 

General Suuter. Now, the total request in this bill includes that 
area of our requirements, and other areas which are not in the 20-year 
plan, such as the Nike program and programs like that. 

Now, to explain the increase in the bill, in the first place, as I told 
this committee last year, our request was for over $900 million, and 
we were cut down to slightly over $300 million by the Department of 
Defense and the Bureau of the Budget. What I am saying, sir, is I 
feel our request last year was whacked down pretty well. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

General Suuter. This year we have a requirement in the bill for 
Nike-Zeus, for instance. We have other requirements due to the in- 
creased tempo in the missile field which accounts for this difference, sir. 

The Cuatrman. And as Mr. Short said, some 58 percent of the $200 
million is for 

General Suuter. Missiles. 

The CrarrMan. Missiles. 

Now, members of the committee, I suggest we take the book and 
turn to the first page. Aberdeen Proving Ground. 

Now, Mr. Kelleher, will you read the bill, or shall I read the bill? 

We are going by line items now. Suppose you read it. You keep 
your seat, Mr. Kelleher. Sit right down there. 

Mr. Ketiener. Yes, sir. 

The Cuamman. Read the bill there. 

ou have any questions that you think should be put in the record, 
, why, have no hesitancy in asking permission to do so. 
Kewiener. Yes, sir. 
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The Cuarrman. Now, members of the committee, before we 
start 

Off the record. 

(Further statement off the record. ) 

The Cuarrman. Now, at page 8 in this book 

Now, Mr. Kelleher, go ahead and read the bill. 

Mr. Kewrener. All right, sir. [Reading. ] 

Sec. 101. The Secretary of the Army may establish or develop military in- 
stallations and facilities by acquiring, constructing, converting, rehabilitating, 
or installing permanent or temporary public works, including site preparation, 
appurtenances, utilities, and equipment, for the following projects: 

Inside the United States; Technical Service Facilities (Ordanance Corps) : 

Aberdeen Proving Ground, Maryland: Troop housing and utilities, $2,697,000. 

General Suuter. Aberdeen Proving Ground, Md. : Ordnance instal- 
lation located at Aberdeen; initially occupied in 1918; designated 
“permanent.” 

Mission: Ballistic research, applied research in systems and areas 
related to ordnance development, enginering and proof testing of all 
classes of ordnance material, except ouided missiles, larger caliber 
rockets and aerial target drones, and ordnance training activities. 
Maintains appropriate scientific, technical, and training staffs and 
facilities for the purpase of performing functions in these fields, and 
serves as headquarters for the Ordnance Training Command, the Ord- 
nance School, and the Ordnance Board. Responsible for the execu- 
tion of speci ial missions relating to human engineering studies, explo- 
sive ordnance disposal activities, coating, ‘and chemical research, 
production of ordnance technical intelligence and operation of the 
Aberdeen Ordnance Depot. 

Total cost (based on price when acquired), $43,057,987. 

Cost of improvements (permanent and other), $38,814,3 

Cost of land (72,728 acres) , $4,243,659. 

Present strength: Military, 6,500; civilian employees, 4,047. 

Line items requested for fiscal year 1959 authorization ($2,697,000 
total) : 3 enlisted men’s barracks (326-man) ; battalion administration 
and supply building; battalion mess building; heating plant. 

Detailed justific ation follows: 

Three enlisted men barracks (326-man) ($1,925,000) : Troops are 
presently housed in emergency World War IT mobilization type bar- 
racks, all of which have ‘been subjected to continuous and intensive 
usage for 16 years. These buildings have deteriorated to the point 
where maintenance is extremely costly, and it is impossible to maintain 
minimum standards. The requested barracks will be utilized to house 
a portion of the enlisted men now billeted in these mobilization type 
buildings, which occupy areas scheduled for permanent construction 
under the master plan. The deteriorated structures will be demol- 
ished during or subsequent to construction of permanent facilities. 
The balance of the enlisted men will be housed in World War II mobi- 
lization type barracks, some of which have been modernized. 

Battalion administration and supply building, ($268,000): This 
project is required to support barracks in this program, which are a 
part of the peacetime construction requirements. 

Battalion mess building ($356,000) : This project is required to sup- 
port barracks in this program, which are part of the permanent peace- 
time construction requirement. 








let’s start at page 8. 
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Heating plant ($148,000) : This item is required to supply heat and 
hot water for barracks, battalion mess and battalion administration 
and supply buildings in this program. 

Mr. Ketiener. It appears on page 8 of the book, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Now, members of the committee, any questions on that? 

You can see on that the description, of what it is for: Three en- 
listed men’s barracks, battalion messhall, and heating plant. And 
then it runs right on down and breaks it out. 

Now, Mr. Kelleher, how much of that was funded last year? 

Mr. Ketiener. This installation has no unfunded authorization 
against it, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. All right. Now, put in the hearing all this page 8. 

Mr. Kevtuener. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Toshow about it. 

Mr. Ke.itener. Yes, sir. 

The Cuairman. Any questions on Aberdeen Proving Ground? If 
not 

Mr. Bares. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Bates. 

Mr. Bares. Now, on the enlisted men’s barracks, do I understand, 
General, that there are 5,271 spaces there? Is that the additional 
capacity, or what isthat? How many men? 

eee SHULER. Sir, the column I think the Congressman is look- 
ing at, column G, 5,271, is the additional spaces required. That is the 
whole future additional spaces required. 

Mr. Barres. How many do we get in here / 

General Suuter. We are asking, sir, in this bill for 978 spaces. 

Mr. Bares. 978. 

Mr. Keviener. Look at the next column. 

Mr. Bares. All right. 

General SuHuter. That isthe next column, column I. 

Mr. Bares. 978. That is prior authorization outstanding. That 
is what the title is. 978. 

General Suuter. No, sir. It just so happens that the prior authori- 
zation outstanding is equal to the amount of this request which is 
under column I, also 978. 

Mr. Bares. Now, you have new authorization requested, the same 
figure. 

General Suuter. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Bares. All right. 

Now, the estimated cost of facilities is $10 million; is that it? 

General Suuter. The estimated cost of the total future require- 
ments is $10,528,000. 

Mr. Bates. All right. 

Now, prior authorization, 2,079. 

General Suuter. That is the cost of the 978 prior authorization 
outstanding. 

Mr. Bares. All right. 

Now, you got 1925. That is for your 978? 

General Suuter. That is right. 

Mr. Bares. How do you get the difference? You have the same re- 
quirement, 978, and one costs $1,029,000 and the other one costs 
$1,275,000. 
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General Suuxer. It is purely a matter of the siting and utility 
costs, sir. You get different utility costs for different locations, and 
that explains the difference. 

Mr. Bares. That is the point I want to get. 

Now, you are not using averages in this book ? 

General SHuter. No, sir. 

Mr. Bares. Every one of these line items has been investigated*and 
you have a separate price for them; is that it? 

General Souter. That is right. 

Mr. Bares. And that is true all the way through? 

General Suvter. That is right. 

The Cuarrman. That makes the case. That is the way it should be 
done. That is the very way to do business. 

General Souter. I want to add, sir 

Mr. Bares. We haven’t always done that. 

The Cuarman. I understand that. That is the reason I compli- 
mented him at the outset, because I examined it and I was impressed 
with that very point you raised. 

General Suvuter. Yes. 

I want to add, also, that we are using standard plans as much as 
we can, which is another way to save money in the long run. 

The Cuarrman. Without objection, Aberdeen is approved—unless 
there are further questions? 

Now, the next ons is Detroit Arsenal. 

Mr. Keviever (reading). 





Detroit Arsenal, Michigan: Administrative facilities, troop housing, and 
utilities, $8,529,000. 

Page 9. 

General Suuter. Detroit Arsenal, Mich: Ordnance installation lo- 
cated 314 miles North of Detroit; initially occupied in 1945; desig- 
nated “permanent.” 

Mission: Support missions for the command having the national 
mission for (1) Development, (2) industrial engineering, (3) in- 
spection maintenance engineering, (4) manufacturing, (5) contract 
administration for development, engineering, laboratory and experi- 
mental test devices, gage design, development and inspection, main- 
tenance evaluation, studies, contract administration and (6) acts as 
custodian of ordnance, tank-automotive, drawings, specifications and 
reproduction for land locomotion research laboratory. Also provides 
specialized and administrative support for transportation inspection, 
signal services, housekeeping and administrative; references, Detroit 
Arsenal Administrative Order 220, February 9, 1956, subject : Mission 
of Detroit Arsenal and Office, Chief of Ordnance 20-55, June 1, 1955, 
subject : Mission of ordnance Tank-Automotive Commander. 

Total cost (based on price when acquired), $25,504,886. 

Cost of improvements (permanent and other), $25,003,079. 

Cost of land (341 acres) , $501,807. 

Present strength: Military, 126; civilian employees, 2,089. 

Line items requested for fiscal year 1959 authorization: ($5,666,000, 
total) ; Command headquarters building and facilities, OTAC. 

Detailed justification follows: 

Command headquarters building (OTAC) ($5,666,000): Project 
required to provide a suitable administrative and engineering building 








7113 


at Detroit Arsenal for the Ordnance Tank-Automotive Command, 
which is the Army’s national center for research and development, 
engineering, procurement and maintenance of all types of automotive 
materiel. This organization, comprising some 2,000 military and 
civilian personnel, now occupies 280,000 square feet of a submarginal, 
converted industrial building in a badly congested area in Detroit. 
Rehabilitation and modernization is neither economically feasible nor 
physically practicable, and would not solve major problems of over- 
crowding, unsuitability, lack of parking space, unwieldy operation 
and excessive cost of maintenance and operation. As soon as other 
quarters are available, this building will be disposed of. Every 
alternative has been studied. No suitable building is available for 
lease, and relocation of OTAC to any facility other than a permanent 
building in a permanent military installation would be improvident 
due to the costly installation of electronic data processing system and 
related equipment which are integral with OTAC operations. This 
system is the key to worldwide control of automotive materiel of the 
Army. Detroit Arsenal, whose mission and operations are an integral 
element of the OTAC mission, is the best possible site for the Command 
Headquarters. Its location, in the heart of the national automotive 
fraternity, supports continuous military/commercial relationships 
that are vital to the military vehicle program. Colocation will per- 
mit consolidation of administrative, service, and support activities 
with an estimated resultant savings of 175 personnel spaces and 
$900,000 annually, and an initial, one-time return of $917,000 by sale 
of the present Command Headquarters building in the city of Detroit. 
On the basis of these direct dollar savings alone, this investment will 
be amortized in less than 6 years. This project conforms to long-range 
plans to consolidate all Ordnance activities in the Detroit metropolitan 
area to promote administrative and operational effectiveness and 
economy, and to eliminate excessive costs of operating separate facili- 
ties. If this project is not provided, OTAC will be forced into an 
alternative of major repairs or interim removal to some other location, 
either of which is extravagantly wasteful. 

The Cuarrman. Any failed to be funded last year ? 

Mr. Ketiener. No, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Any questions? 

Without objection, it is approved. 

Mr. Bates. Mr. Chairman, we have arsenals all around this coun- 
try, a lot of which aren’t even being used. I would like to have the 
justification for building a new arsenal when we have so many that 
are not utilized, including Pennsylvania. I think if we could get the 
case established, it would be helpful. 

General Suuter. This is not a new arsenal, Mr. Bates. This is a 
building at an existing arsenal, in order to get out of an inadequate 
building in the city of Detroit. It is not a new arsenal in any sense 
of the word, sir. 

The Cuairman. Now, I want to clear up for the record: There is 
not any new installations, except Nike sites. 

General Souter. That is right. 

The Cuarrman. In this bill. 

General Suuter. That is right, sir. 
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The Cuarrman. In using the expression “New installations,” there 
are none in this bill at all. 

General Suuter. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Bares. I don’t follow what he is saying. You are in an old 
building in Detroit ? 

General Souter. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bares. Now, you are going to get out of the old building and 
out of the center of Detroit ? 

General Suuter. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bates. And you are going to build a new building ? 

General Suuter. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bares. Now, we have a lot of the present plant that will con- 
tinue; is that right ¢ 

General Suuter. Detroit Arsenal will continue just as it is; yes, sir. 

Mr. Bates. This is merely a command headquarters ? 

General Suuter. That is right. 

Mr. Bares. Which will be separated from the present arsenal ? 

General Suuter. It will be located on the arsenal, sir. 

Mr. Bares. On the arsenal. 

General SHuter. On the arsenal, on Government land. 

Mr. Bares. And your present headquarters is not on the same site 
with the present arsenat ? 

General Suuter. This particular building is not presently on the 
arsenal. 

Mr. Bates. You are going to move it on the site ? 

General SuHuter. By building a new building and selling the exist- 
ing building, sir, that is down in the Detroit area, sir. 

Mr. Byrne. Will the gentleman yield ! 

The Carman. Mr. Byrne. 

Mr. Becker. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. Byrne. This couldn’t be a move to eliminate other arsenals, like 
Frankford Arsenal ? 

The Cuarrman. No. A little later on we will try to move one. 

Mr. Becker. Will the gentleman yield ? 

The CHarrMan. Yes. Goahead. Have you a question. 

Mr. Brecker. Yes. Mr. Bates was pursuing the question of the leas- 
ing of the present administrative site in the city of Detroit. What is 
that, a leased site or an old site, or is there any recovery from that 
site ? 

General Suuuer. Yes, sir. There is an estimated recovery made 
by the district engineer on the sale of that building, of $917,000, which 
would be a recovery. In addition, the consolidation of these facilities 
into this new building is estimated to save 175 personnel spaces and 
$900,000 annually. So, this has a capacity to amortize itself over a 
relatively short period of time. 

General Suuter. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Becker. So in about 6 years you are getting your money back? 

General Suuter. That is right, sir. 

The CuarrMan. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Now, the next one is Redstone Arsenal, on page 10. 

Mr. KeLLener [reading]: 


Redstone Arsenal, Ala.: Administrative facilities, troop housing, and utilities, 
$8,529,000. 
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The Cuairman. Now, read from the book, Mr. Kelleher. ‘That 
would help along. Read from the book what they propose to do 
there. Missions 

Mr. Ketienver. Right. [Reading :] 


Missions engineering building, $4,345,000. 

Four enlisted men’s barracks without mess, each of them 326 men, $2,567,000. 

Two company mess buildings, $643,000. 

Two company administration and supply buildings, $347,000. 

A heating plant, $145,000. 

Bachelor officers’ quarters, $482,000. 

General Suutrr. Redstone Arsenal, Ala.: Ordnance installation 
located 10 miles southwest of Huntsville; initially occupied in 1942; 
designated “permanent.” 

Mission: Research and development on guided missiles and rockets. 
National research and development, industrial, and field service mis- 
sion. Agencies for guided missiles and rockets. Ordnance troop 
training ‘for maintenance of guided missiles and rockets. 

Total cost (based on price w vhen acquired ) , $75,686,691. 

Cost of improvements (permanent and other), "$73, 636,072. 

Cost of land (38,805 acres) , $2,050,619. 

Present strength: Military, 3,904; civilian employees, 9,919. 

Line items requested for fiscal year 1959 authorization ($8,529,000 
total) : 





Missions engineer ing building 
Four enlisted men’s barracks without mess 
Two four-company mess buildings 
Two four-company administration and supply buildings 
Heating plant 
Bachelor officers’ quarters 
Three hundred and sixteen family quarters (Capehart) 
Detailed justification follows 
Missions engineering building ($4,345,000): This project is re- 
quired to provide modern, suitable facilities for administrative and 
engineering personnel engaged in direction and prosecution of the 
Army’ s guided-missile and rocket progr ams. ‘These functions, which 
must grow and develop as new progress is attained, are now crowded 
into scattered, improvised facilities over an area up to 10 miles in 
diameter. Dominant urgency of their technical mission has enabled 
these functions to displace and disrupt supporting and service activi- 
ties which could and should operate more efficiently in the smaller 
facilities. The result is a complexity of improvisations, overcrowded 
conditions, unwieldiness of direction, supervision, and support, all of 
which are costly and which deter optimum progress and achievement. 
Redstone Arsenal is the Army’s center for the planning, direction, and 
execution of guided-missile and rocket weapons programs, including 
research and development, industrial engineering, prototype and pilot 
production, procurement, maintenance, and technical training. 
Existing facilities will continue to be utilized as administrative 
space due to the critical shortage of this type of space and the expand- 
ing mission of the arsenal. Construction of this line item will not 
eliminate severe shortage of administrative space, but will reduce 
crowding. Space now averages 57 square feet per person. If this 
facility is not provided, the severe overcrowding and separation of 
integral functions will continue, and there will be no additional space 
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available to accommodate the increase in personnel required to ac- 
complish the mission of the installation. 

Four enlisted men’s barracks without mess (326-man) ($2,567,000) : 
Facility is required to house the permanent enlisted personnel as- 
signed to the Ordnance Guided Missile School. Currently, all en- 
listed personnel, including faculty and staff members, are housed in 
twelve 61-man barracks and 2 converted ammunition ee Pro- 
gramed expansion of the OGMS to train operating units of enlisted 
personnel, including the teaching of operating instructions on an ac- 
celerated number of new and complex guided missiles, necessitates 
the expansion of enlisted men’s housing quarters. Elimination of 
this facility would produce a serious shortage of enlisted men’s hous- 
ing needed for proposed OGMS expansion, and add to an already 
critical overall housing shortage existing at this installation. 

Two four-company mess buildings ($643,000) : This item is re- 
quired to support barracks in this program. Existing facilities will 
be removed upon completion of this project. 

Two administration and _ supply buildings (four-company ) 
($347,000) : This item is required to support the barracks in this pro- 
gram. WBxisting facilities to be demolished. 

Heating plant ($145,000) : This item is required to supply heat for 
barracks, mess, and administration and supply buildings in this 
program. 

Bachelor officers’ quarters (60-man) ($482,000): This facility will 
be used to house a portion of the students at Ordnance Guided Missile 
School, permanent party at Redstone, and transients. Currently, the 
installation is utilizing 2 converted ammunition buildings, and modi- 
fied emergency-type bachelor officers’ quarters, suitable for student 
officers only, and.a guesthouse, consisting of 2 suites and 5 rooms, for 
use by high-ranking visitors, and senior field-grade officers on tem- 
porary duty for a maximum of 3 days. Current requirements far 
exceed available spaces, and bachelor officers are living off post due 
to nonavailability of quarters. With the exception of the existing 36 
permanent bachelor officers’ quarters spaces, all current spaces are 
inadequate and will be returned to other uses as permanent spaces are 
made available. 

Three hundred sixteen family quarters (Capehart) ($0): This 
roject is essential to provide an increment of the permanent on-post 
amily-housing facilities for officer and enlisted personnel assigned 

to this station. In addition to existing permanent facilities, there 
are also 300 substandard units located on the post which are cur- 
rently occupied but which are scheduled for disposal by July 1960. 
Community support is inadequate to satisfy housing requirements for 
military and civilian personnel at this installation. 

umber of units: 


Requested by Army : 316. 

Approved by OSD: 316. 

Estimated cost : $5,214,000. 

Authorization: Public Law 1020, 84th Congress. 
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Current assets : 
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The construction of this project will enable the Department of the 
Army to provide 78 percent of the maximum gross housing require- 
ment based on the long-range troop forecast. 

The Cuarmman. Capehart housing. 

Mr. Ketiener. And the Capehart housing, which of course is not 
a money item. 

Three hundred and sixteen family quarters, Capehart—TI might say 
there, Mr. Chairman, that there are 270 Capehart houses that are now 
under contract, previously approved. 

The Cuatrman. This will make 600 Capehart houses ? 

Mr. Keriener. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Could I inquire of the general ? 

Is this your principal research installation for missiles? 

General Suuter. Sir, all of this construction is in support of the 
prosecution of the Army’s guided missiles and rocket programs, and 
thisis the principal site ; yes, sir. 

The CuarrMan. Any questions ? 

Without objection, it is approved. 

Mr. Bares. Mr. Chairman, I would just like to ask one question, 
if I may. 

General, when you gave the 10,000 spaces for enlisted men’s bar- 
racks in your prepared text for $21 million, did that include a mess 
or what? Is that with or without a mess? 

General SuHuter. I am not sure of that, Mr. Bates. I will get the 
answer for you. I think it includes the supporting facilities which are 
the battalion combined mess and the battalion combined administra- 
tive and storage building. Beeause those functions, sir, were taken 
out of the barracks in our new design, that was approved last year by 
the Congress, in order to save money by centralizing those facilities 
so we could put more money into the barracks and make for better 
living conditions. My assistant now informs me that I am wrong— 
the $21 million is for the barracks only. 

The Cuatrman. All right. 

Without objection 

Mr. Bares. Wait a minute. 

What I am trying to find out, Mr. Chairman, is what is the average 
cost of enlisted men’s space without the mess. 

General SHuuer. Sir, the statutory limit for his space, that is his 
component part of that barracks building, is $1,850. Now, that goes 
out to the 5-foot line. That is every use he has of that building— 














7118 


sleeping, the dayroom, and any other use, exclusive of his mess, and 
his supply and administrative work. 

Then you add to that $1,850, sir, his proportionate share of the total 
cost of outside utilities. And since these are 326-men capacity, in this 
barracks, that is the divisor that we use, sir. 

Now, I can furnish for you the total cost per man for the mess and 
the administration and supply building and barracks. I do not have 
that with me right now, but I will be glad to furnish that. 

Mr. Bares. [ presume every item in here has been standardized. If 
in one case you include the utilities, in the other you include them, too; 
don’t you? 

General Sauter. That is right, 

Let me give you an illustration : 

For the enlisted men’s barracks at Redstone Arsenal, because of the 
requirement for siting those where they must be built, you have the 
following cost to add onto the bare building cost. 

You have $6,000 for site preparation, $80 000 for roads and parking, 
and a very expensive outside utility cost of $149, 000, 

Mr. Bares. Which one is this? 

General Suuter. This is Redstone Arsenal. 

This is broken down into 2,500—pardon me—2,500 feet of waterline, 
2,000 feet of sewer line, 2,500 feet of steam distribution line, 2,300 
feet of electrical pole line, and 2 substations. 

Now, those, sir, add up to the total cost of this project. 

Mr. Bares. And those are unusual costs, are they ¢ 

General Suuter. I would say this utility cost is quite unusual, sir. 

Mr. Bares. Then tell me why is it cheaper than at the other one? 

General Suvuter. Because, sir, the total cost I have given you is for 
four barracks at Redstone A rsenal. 

The Congressman understands we have 3 barracks at Aberdeen and 
4 at Redstone Arsenal. We can not compare those two on a total 
cost basis, because you are building fewer barracks at Aberdeen than 
you are at Redstone. 

Mr, Bares. Well, I know. 

Mr. Gavin. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuareman. Mr. Gavin. 

Mr. Gavin. This research and development isn’t here at Huntsville, 
Redstone Arsenal. 

The Air Force or Navy have no center comparable to this center, 
do they? This is the only coordinated research and development 
center of any of the three branches of the service; is that right? 

General Suvurer. Mr. Gavin, I am not an expert on that, but I 
think the Navy and the Air Force do not have comparable centers, 
and I don’t believe that this is a triservice center, if that is what the 
Congressman means. 

Mr. Gavin. No; I don’t mean that. 

General Suvuter. This is an Army—— 

Mr. Gavin. I mean this is established as a research and develop- 
ment center, well coordinated, and I understand a great deal of the 
research and development is let out to private enterprise. 

General Suuter. That is right. 

Mr. Gavry. This is the center where the Army has established a 
research and development center where everything is coordinated. 

General Souter. That is right. 
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Mr. Gavin. And is under the supervision of the Army. 

General Suuter. That is right. 

Mr. Gavin. The question is do the Navy or the Air Force have a 
comparable setup ? 

General Suuter. I don’t believe they do, sir, but I am not certain. 

The Cuairman. Mr. Kelleher, have you any information to answer 
Mr. Gavin’s question? Is there anything comparable in the other 
two services to the Redstone / 

Of course, we all know—— 

Mr. Rivers. Not in success. 

Mr. Smart. Mr. Chairman 

The CuarrmMan. Wait one minute. We all know that it was testi- 
fied here that $2,700,000,000 was spent by the Air Force for the de- 
velopment of the Titan and the Atlas, and all in private enterprise. 

I don’t recall, unless it is out at Dayton, anything comparable to 
Redstone in the Air Force. 

Now, I don’t recall about the Navy. 

Now, Mr. Smart. 

Mr. Smarr. You have the Office of the Naval Research here and 
in addition the Navy has its missile test facility at Point Mugu, 
Calif. 

The CuarrmMan. Well, it is not exactly-—— 

Mr. Ketitener. No, arsenal setup similar to this in the other 
services, 

The Cuairman. No arsenal. 

Here at Redstone is a production of a certain type, as well as re- 
search work carried on. 

Mr. Gavin. All coordinated. 

The Cuarrman. All coordinated. The policy of the other two de- 
partments has been in the field of private enterprise to a great extent. 

Mr. Gavin. I just want to compliment the Army for setting up 
such a center. 

The Cuarrman. I think it is true they should be complimented. 

And I wish Mr. Smart would get this for the record. I wish you 
would try to find out the total amount that has been spent at Redstone 
from the inception of Jupiter down to date. 

(The information requested is as follows :) 





Total obligations to date for Jupiter are approximately $450.12 million. This 
total includes $291.76 million for basic development costs funded by the Army, 
plus $158.36 million supplied by the Department of Defense for initial operating 
capability costs. 

The Cuamman. Now, we have what it costs—what has been spent 
on the Thor and Atlas, which I just stated was $2,400,000,000. Let’s 
get the information as to how much has been spent to develop the 
Jupiter. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman—— 

The Cuairman. Without objection, Redstone is approved. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the general this: 
That Detroit Arsenal is a good example of how, when you perfect a 
weapon, you integrate it with private industry, in that big industrial 
area up around Detroit. This is really what your Detroit Arsenal 
is. And the production of the Redstone by Chrysler is handled 
through that office, is that right? 


20066—58—No. 86 —% 
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The Cuarmman. Take your next item, Rock Island. 
Without objection, Redstone is approved. 

tock Island. 
Mr. Keiiener (reading) : 


Rock Island Arsenal, Illinois: Operational and training facilities, $570,000. 


The item is to rehabilitate building No. 350 for an automatic data 
processing system, at.a cost of $570,000. 

General Suuter. Rock Island Arsenal, Ill.: Ordnance installation 
located 1 mile North of Rock Island; initially occupied in 1862; 
designated “permanent.” 

Mission: Development, industrial engineering, manufacture, and 
maintenance engineering of: carriages, recoil mechanism, and limbers 
for guns and howitzers (tower), field and AT, up to and including 
155 millimeter gun or 8 inch howitzer; hydropneumatic recoil mech- 
anisms for vehicles; rocket launchers, surface-to-surface, except fire 
control and special purpose vehicles; target material except aerial 
drones; linking-delinking machines; hand carts; and arms racks. 
Industrial engineering manufacture, and maintenance engineering of : 
ground machineguns, “caliber .30; links, common gr ound - machinegun 
mounts: and aerial delivery containers Industrial engineering and 
maintenance of : automatic aircraft we: :pons caliber .60/20 millimeter 
M39, and feed mechanisms, gun chargers and links therefor. Opera- 
tion of the Production Equipment Office (PEQUO). Assignments 
in management engineering, training, depot operations, and basic re- 
search in the fields of science and engineer ing with respect to rubber, 
corrosion preventives, and other nonmetallic materials (except plas- 
tics and adhesives), and supporting research in the foregoing as well 
as greases except for fire control and precision instrumentations; 
packaging techniques for ordnance materiel other than ammunition; 

target materials; and aerial delivery containers; basic production 
engineering investigation on metal cutting and processing. 

Total cost (based on price when acquired), $39,746,017. 

Cost of improvements (permanent and other), $39,508,525. 

Cost of land (905 acres) , $237,492. 

Present strength: Military, 52; civilian employees, 5,200. 

Line items requested for fiscal year 1959 authorization: ($570,000 
total) : Rehabilitate building No. 350 for automatic data processing 
system. 

Detailed justification follows: 

Rehabilitate building No. 350 for Automatic Data Processing Sys- 
tem ($570,000): It is required to provide an adequate site for the 
installation of the proposed automatic data processing system equip- 
mn compliment for headquarters OWC, and personnel of the 

Field Service Division who are responsible for a large portion of 
the input and output data processed. In accordance w ith the require- 
ments established by the target analysis, protective construction of 
the equipment area and the communication center is also necessary. 
Presently, the Field Service Division, comprising approxim: rtely 400 
persons, is located in the attic of building No. 60. This present 
area is very inadequate for office space and has had an extremely 
detrimental effect on the efficiency of the personnel. Careful analysis 
of existing buildings at Rock Island Arsenal resulted in the selection 
of the first floor middle room for the equipment compliment. This room 
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‘an be modified for the equipment compliment as the existing ceiling 
height can be increased by depressing the floor approximately 2 2 feet 
to meet the requirements. Building No. 350, while inadequate for 
modern storage techniques and consequently of little value as a 
storage facility, is ideally suited for office space with a minimum of 
modific ation. Existing building No. 60 will be retained. If this 
yroject is not prov ided the automatic data processing system cannot 
be installed to operate effectively and personnel will continue to 
work in inadequate dispersed loc ‘ations, thus precluding the satis- 
factory accomplishment of the mission of the Ordnance Weapons 
Command. 

The Cuarrman. All the money funded on last year’s bill? 

Mr. Ketitener. Yes. 

The CHarrman. Any questions? 

If not, we will approve it. 

The next one is White Sands Proving Ground, N. Mex. 

Mr. KeLiener (reading) : 

White Sands Proving Ground, New Mexico: Operational and training facilities, 
research, development and test facilities, medical facilities, troop housing, and 
community facilities, $7,931,000. 

General Suuter. White Sands Proving Ground, N. Mex.: Ordnance 
installation located 27 miles northeast of Las Crue eS; initially occupied 
in 1945; designated “permanent.’ 

Mission: Prine ‘ipal Ordnance Corps installation for the execution 
of all technical and engineering responsibilities associated with flight 
testing of guided missiles, rockets, and other munitions which may be 
assigned for ordnance engineering and acceptance testing, and for the 
general supervision and coordination as pertains to scheduling, range 
safety, and instrumentation of all flight testing performed there for 
either contractor or user test purposes. 

Total cost (based on price when acquired), $41,860,267. 

Cost of improvements (permanent and other), $41,859,757. 

Cost of land (799.077 acres), $510. 

Present strength: Military, 2,915; civilian employees, 4,178. 

Line items requested for fiscal year 1959 authorization: ($7,931,000 
total) : 

Up-range service area development, Stallion site 
Two missile assembly buildings 

Range instrumentation facilities 

Shock and vibration laboratory 

Dental clinic 

Bachelor officers quarters (60-man) 

Post chapel w/religious education facilities (600-seat) 
C ommissary 

75 family quarters (Capehart) 

200 family quarters (Capehart) 

Detailed justific ation follows: 

Up-range service areas development, Stallion site ($1,410,000) : 
This project will provide living quarters, mess, maintenance shops, 
support facilities and utilities for personnel assigned to the Stallion 
site, an instrumentation site, communications center and airstrip fa- 
cility at the northwestern corner of the integrated range, over 90 miles 
from the main administrative, maintenance, and launching areas. 











Due to the great distance over desert roads, it is not practicable to 
billet personnel at the main post area nor to dispatch or transport 
vehicles and equipment to the main post for maintenance. Vehicles 
and generators in particular require Scaxaalig frequent maintenance 
due to constant operation under desert and mountain conditions. 
Approximately 80 permanent personnel and 10 transients daily are 
now billeted in one 40-man barracks and one 20-man barracks at the 
Stallion site. Overcrowded and inadequate facilities make it most 
difficult to recruit and retain personnel at this isolated outpost. As 
additional test activities progress, further increases in personnel must 
be provided for, with an estimate of 200 permanently assigned and 
up to 50 transients daily requiring billeting by fiscal year 1960. 

Two missile assembly ‘buildings ($684 000) : Will provide additional 
facilities for assembling and testing missiles undergoing flight tests, 
prior to actual launching. These tests are essential to “development 
and engineering and user evolution of new weapons. Space will be 
provided for contractor operations and for unpackaging, processing, 
checkout, inert warhead mating, laboratory testing of electronic com- 
ponents, and supply storage space for missile and system spares. Ex- 
isting assembly and checkout buildings are fully ‘utilized, and more 
room is required as additional projects reach flight-testing status. 
Missiles to be tested include weapons in which the booster and guidance 
sections are connected, thus requiring location at proper safety dis- 


tance from inhabited buildings and personnel concentrations. These: 


buildings will be sited as near as possible to missile launching areas, 
to minimize lost time, and effect economies in personnel and elec- 
tronic and test equipment. 

Range instrumentation facilities ($3,773,000): This project is a 
continuation of the program for modernization and augmentation of 
the range instrumentation system authorized in fiscal year 1958. The 
buildings will house cameras, telescopes, and electronic equipment. 
Technological advancement, and development of missile systems of 
greater acceler ation, velocity, and accuracy, demand range instru- 
mentation of increased precision, reliability, and capability, and the 
installation of instrumentation at new sites. This will provide more 
accurate missile-flight data, such as position, velocity, acceleration, 
altitude, and intercept, and event data. The ultimate result is the 
development or improvement of weapons of range, accuracy, and cap- 
ability to compete successfully in modern warfare. The present fa- 
cilities that are being used for instrumentation will be continued in 
use; however, where “there are no facilities for the new instrumenta- 
tion planned these new facilities must be provided. If the proposed 
facilities are not provided the integrated range will be unable to meet 
the data requirements which are being generated by missile contrac- 
tors. Also, the quality and accuracy ‘of the missile data that is sup- 
plied will not be all that is desired. 

Shock and vibration laboratory ($597,000) : This project will pro- 
vide specialized laboratory facilities for shock and vibration testing 
of guided missiles, roc kets, and related equipment comprising new 
weapons systems. The rigorous and often violent conditions to which 
these weapons are subjected i in logistic and tactical movement under 
combat conditions, and in the launc hing and flight process, demand 
that individual components, major assemblies, and complete weapons 
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be tested under controlled and instrumented degrees of shock and vi- 
bration to identify and correct weaknesses of all types. This work is 
now accomplished on a partial and reduced basis on incomplete 
equipment and facilities located in the engineering lab, displacing 
general environmental, chemistry, and metallurgical lab activities 
for which the building was constructed. In addition, a survey by 
the Surgeon General’s Office confirmed that habitation of the build- 
ing by other lab technicians is unacceptable, due to the high audio 
noise level created by shock and vibration testing. Facility will 
greatly increase the effectiveness of this type of testing, resulting in 
maximum effectiveness and reliability of weapons systems. It will 
also permit use of the engineering laboratory for its proper technical 
mission. If this facility is not provided as scheduled, the increasing 
rigid requirements for structural design testing cannot be met. This 
will result in the use of missiles and equipment which have not been 
thoroughly checked out for structural weaknesses. This laboratory 
is engaged in the testing of components for all missile systems. 

Dental clinic, 10 chairs ($265,000) : This item is required to provide 
adequate permanent dental clinic facilities to accommodate military 
personnel and dependents authorized such service, assigned to this in- 
stallation. Existing facilities are housed in a temporary-type struc- 
ture which has been expanded from 1 chair in 1946 to 8 chairs at pres- 
ent time. This existing structure is inadequate in space, and in addi- 
tion has passed the point of further alteration or repair; it will be de- 
molished upon completion of this requested project. 

Bachelor officers quarters ($484,000) : This item is required to pro- 
vide housing facilities for bachelor officers assigned to this installation, 
for single civilian personnel employed at the proving grounds, and for 
groups of visiting high ranking Government and scientific personnel. 
It is now necessary for persons attending training programs to live in 
El Paso, Tex., due to shortage of bachelor officers quarters facilities, 
and to be transported the 50 miles between there and this installation 
twice daily at Government expense since there is no public transporta- 
tion available. Due to the remote location of the proving ground it 
has been necessary to provide both male and female bachelor officers 
quarters facilities in order to procure and retain qualified technical 
and clerical personnel. Existing mobilization type bachelor officers 
quarters, which are converted barracks buildings, are required to be 
demolished to provide site for new permanent-type barracks. 

Post chapel with religious education facilities (600 seat) ($464,000) : 
This item is required to provide permanent worship facilities for per- 
sonnel assigned to this installation. Existing facilities consist. of 1 
temporary structure of 200-seat capacity, devoid of office space, re- 
quiring some of the congregation to stand throughout the church serv- 
ices due to lack of seating space. However, existing chapel will be 
continued in use as a regimental chapel until it is replaced by a perma- 
nent facility. Failure to provide this facility will deny many of the 
personnel the privilege of attending religious services due to lack of 
worship space. 

Commissary ($254,000) : The present facility is housed in a tempo- 
rary remodeled frame structure with 10,413 square feet of floor space. 
Its inadequacies include checkout stands, office space, backup storage 
space, shelving, and refrigerated display cases and refrigerated stor- 
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age space. At the present time, average monthly sales amount to 
$49, 000 furnished by 1,576 accounts serving approximately 6,516 peo- 
ple, including 520 families, both civilian and militar y, residing on the 
base who must depend entirely upon this facility for subsistence since 
the nearest civilian facilities are located in Las Cruces and El Paso, 
27 and 50 miles distant respectively. In addition to this current re- 
quirement, there exists an approved project for the construction of 
additional family facilities, quarters, and trailer houses totaling 181 
units in fiscal year 1958 which will increase the load on the presently 
overtaxed and inadequate facilities by over 20 percent. The existing 
facility is unable to provide present customers with a diversified se- 
lection of dry stores, meats, fresh fruits, and vegetables to which the 
average American family is accustomed. The lack of adequate com- 
missary facilities is a factor in lowering morale of both military and 
civilian personnel stationed at this isolated base, which adversely af- 
fects the accomplishment of the mission at the base in a minor way. 
The existing commissary facility will be salvaged when the new fa- 
cility is completed. 

Mr. Kircurn. Youskipped Seneca Ordnance. 

Mr. Becker. No money in that. 

Mr. Ketiener. Seheca is only Capehart housing, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuairman. Allright. 

Mr. Brecker. That is usually what we get in New York, no money. 

The Cuarrman. That appears, Mr. Kelleher , in the Capehart hous- 
ing item ¢ 

Mr. Keviener. Yes,sir. That will appear in the list. 

The Cuarrman, All right. 

Mr. Ketiener. Incidentally, the Seneca housing has not been 
cleared by the committee yet. 

The Cuamman. Without objection, White Sands Proving Ground 
is approved. 

Now we will come down to the Quartermaster Corps. 

Now, let’ssee. Allright. Fort Lee. 

Mr. Keiiruer. (reading) 

Fort Lee, Virginia: Operational and training facilities, and troop housing, 
$4,630,000. 

The items are a signal building for $952,000; Quartermaster aca- 
demic building, $3,410,000; Bachelor Officers quarters, $268,000; 150 
family quarters, Capehart, cleared by the committee; and the bids 
have been opened ; 285 family quarters, Capehart, that arenew. There 
isa Wherry project there of 300 units which has already been acquired, 
Mr. Chairman. 

General Suuter. Fort Lee, Va.: Quartermaster installation located 
3 miles southwest of Petersburg; initially occupied in 1917; designated 
“permanent.” 

Mission : To exercise control over all Quartermaster Corps training 
activities in the field within limits and policies established by Quarter- 
master General. ‘To develop Quartermaster Corps field organizations 
and to prepare and disseminate training and operational doctrine, 
through appropriate channels. To provide administration, security, 
operational facilities, service, and supply for all units, organizations, 
and activities stationed at Fort Lee, Va., and satellited on Fort Lee for 
support. 
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Total cost (based on price when acquired), $41,015,532. 

Cost of improvements (permanent and other), $40,053,300. 

Cost of land (7,830 acres) , $962,232. 

Present strength: Military, 7,584; civilian employees, 1,836. 

Line items requested for Fiscal Year 1959 authorization : ($4,630,000 
total) : 

Signal building 

QM academic building 

Bachelor officers quarters (female) 
150 family quarters (Capehart) 
285 family quarters (Capehart) 

Detailed justification follows: 

Signal building ($952,000) : This facility is required to support all 
signal activities of the Quartermaster Training Command and other 
units, organizations, and activities stationed at Fort Lee, Va. The 
permanent building will house a 4,000-line dial exchange, signal of- 
ficer, maintenance shop, communication center, photo lab, film and 
equipment exchange, and the signal supply. The activities and op- 
erations listed above are presently housed in 7 mobilization-type 
buildings which were constructed in 1941 with a life expectancy of 5 
years. The existing facilities are potential fire hazards and have 
substandard lighting, heating, and ventilation. Four of these build- 
ings will be demolished to accommodate permanent construction and 
three will be retained for other use. A requirement will exist for 
2,600 main lines by July 1, 1958; however, it will be impossible to 
provide this service without major modifications to the present ant 
quated commercial exchange. ‘To provide 2,600 main lines in the ex 
isting facility, telephone plant engineers have informed that all ex- 
isting equipment (605-A-type PBX) would have to be abandoned 
and ‘Tepl: ced with new equipment (607-A-type PBX); the entire 
building would have to be reinforced to carry the weight of the new 
equipment; and the administrative branch of the sign: ial office would 
have to be housed in another temporary facility. The requirement 
for 2,600 main lines by July 1, 1958, does not include provisions for 
service to the following fac ilities: 300 Wherr y housing units recently 
acquired by the Government, 304 Capehart housing ‘units approved 
for construction, and the items approved for construction in the fiscal 
year 1958 MCA program. 

The proposed permanent structure will accommodate all signal ac- 
tivities in one facility; it will provide better supervision and cen- 
tralized control and contribute to more efficient operation; and will 
include conversion from a manual to a dial exchange for economy and 
more efficient wire communication. 

Conversion to a dia] system will result in an estimated savings of 
$116,000 per year in operators’ salaries and even though the monthly 

rental changes would increase from $1,705 (manual system) to es- 
timated $8.000 (dial system) there would still be an estimated overall 
savings of $20,000 per year. 

The effect, if this item is not provided, will be that the existing 

signal facilities cannot accommodate the projected requirements un- 
less major rehabilitation and modifications are made to the temporary 
structures, 
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Quartermaster academic building ($3,410,000): This item is re- 
quired to provide a facility for classroom instruction and the neces- 
sary administrative and supporting services for the students and 
faculty of the Quartermaster School. This permanent building will 
replace 30 mobilization-type buildings used by the Quartermaster 
School. These temporary buildings were constructed in 1941 with a 
life expectancy of 5 years. The permanent building will house a 
minimum of 450 students (peacetime) and a maximum of 750 stu- 
dents (mobilization). This represents 17 percent of the average 
peacetime student population. Twenty percent of the staff and 
faculty (includes 3 academic departments) of the Quartermaster 
Seno! will also be housed in this building (457 of a total staff of 
2,241). The remaining academic departments will continue to oc- 
cupy temporary beaidifies until other permanent buildings (techni- 
cal, food service, and ‘general classroom) are constructed. This 
building i is the first of four large permanent buildings required to 
meet peacetime student training commitments. ‘The permanent fa- 
cility will provide 10 general ‘classrooms and 2 special classrooms 
(security room and demonstration war room ) plus administrative 
space which can be converted into classrooms. ‘The classrooms will 
house 40 to 60 students in peacetime and approximately 80 to 100 in 
the event of mobilization. The classrooms and administrative space 
will be utilized 100 percent throughout the fiscal year. In addition 
to the classrooms and administrative space, the building will provide 
for a small auditorium, snack bar, and space for a closed circuit 
television facility, and film service ¢ enter. 

The basis used for determining requirements was a projected annual 
student body of 8,000 to 9,000 operating under the experience factor 
of the past 5 years and the Army troop program for permanent 
construction. 

The existing buildings which are being utilized were poorly de- 
signed and not constructed for the type of activity now being housed. 
Tempor ary barracks buildings are bein y used for classrooms and 
faculty office space which handicaps efforts to obtain instruction, 
study, conferences—in short, below minimum standards for class- 
room and academic work. These temporary buildings have sub- 
standard heating, lighting, ventilation, and present a fire hazard. 
Due to the wide dispersion of these facilities, excessive personnel and 
funds are required to maintain and operate these buildings; many 
hours are lost in travel by students and faculty; and a considerable 
number of vehicles are in constant use transporting students to and 
from classes. In view of the above, it is difficult, if not impossible, 
to maintain high standards of instruction in the existing facilities. 

It is estimated that $150,000 will be saved in heating (labor and 
material) and $75,000 in maintenance per year if the permanent fa- 
cility is constructed. Temporary buildings vacated as a result of this 
construction will be retained on a standby basis for reserve training 
and mobilization with only minimum maintenance. If this fac ility 
is not provided, maintenance, heating, and operating costs will con- 
tinue to increase; students and faculty morale will continue to de- 
crease; and the morale and efficiency of the entire Quartermaster 
Corps will be adversely affected. Reserve enlisted men and officers 
return to their communities with a poor impression of the opportuni- 
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ties of Army service and educational advancement. The efficiency 
of the Quartermaster School will be under a severe handicap until 
permanent facilities are provided. 

Bachelor officers’ quarters (32 nurses) ($268,000): This facility is 
required to provide permanent quarters for nurses assigned to the 
United States Army hospital, civilian students attending the Quar- 
termaster School and United States Army Logistics Management 
Center, and the WAC officers assigned to this installation. Female 
personnel are presently quartered in 6 mobilization-type buildings 
constructed in 1941 with a life expectancy of 5 years. These tem- 
porary quarters are not conducive to « ‘omfortable living and study by 
female personnel, The existing nurses’ quarters (3 buildings) are lo- 
cated approximately 1 mile from the site of the new hospital. AR 
415-31 prescribed immediate vicinity of hospital for location of 
quarters for nurses in order to maintain unit integrity and provide 
efficient service. If this facility is not provided, maintenance and 
heating costs will continue to increase, morale will decrease, and 
si ansportation service will be required on a daily basis. The existing 

facilities will be retained on a standby basis with minimum main- 
tenance performed. 

One hundred and fifty family quarters (Capehart) ($0) ; 285 family 
quarters (Capehart) ($0) : These projects are required to provide 
increments of the AdBaon ti family housing facilities for officer and 
enlisted personnel assigned to this station. In addition to existing 
permanent facilities there are also 216 substandard units located on 
the post which are currently occupied. Based on the criteria pub- 
lished by the Department of the Army, the Fort Lee family housing 
survey of 1957 shows that off-post housing occupied by 1,055 military 
personnel, entitled to public quarters, is only 19 percent adequate ; 
12 percent is adequate except for excessive rent and commuting time ; 
and 69 percent is substandard. The housing which is available for 
rental to military personnel consists of older type frame and brick 
buildings which have 2 and 3 bedrooms. Insufficient floorspace is 
the major cause of inadequacy which accounts for 52 percent of the 
inadequate units. Personnel residing in off-post housing (including 
home and trailer owners) are paying an excessive price for rent and 
utilities. Since no plans for construction of rental-type housing in 
the local area are evident and current indications are that industry 
activity is not retracting, it is evident that construction of additional 
Government quarters under the Capehart Act or by use of MCA funds 
is the only method by which adequate quarters can be provided for 
military personnel. 

Number of units: 

Requested by Army : 150 and 285 (435) 

Approved by OSD: 1 50 and 285 (435). 

Estimated cost : $2,475,000 and $4,702,500 ($7, 177,500). 

Authorization : Public Law 1020, 84th Congress. 
Current assets : 
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Requirements (based on long-range troop strength) : 
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The construction of this project will enable the Department of the 
Army to provide 60 percent of the maximum gross housing require- 
ment based on the long-range troop forecast. 

The Cuarrman. What about the funding on Fort Lee last year? 

Mr. Krrirner. In this instance there was a hospital, 134-bed, on a 
200-bed chassis authorized last year that was not funded. The amount 
was $3,132,000. The explanation i is that the design is underway but 
will not be completed in time to award the project in fiscal year 1958. 
My notes indicate that the project is abeolutely needed and will be 
funded in fiscal year 1959, as soon as design is completed. 

Delay has been caused by the Bureau of the Budget indecision on 
protective construction policy for the operating nuclei of permanent 
hospitals. 

The Cuatrman. Now, may I inquire in regard—— 

Mr. Rivers. There is your Bureau of the Budget again. 

The Cuatrman. May I inquire: When you say the Bureau of the 
Budget, does that mean the Comptroller’s Office ? 

General Suuter. No, sir. 

Mr. Ketxiener. The White House. 

The Cuarrman. The Bureau of the Budget ? 

Mr. Keener. It means the Bureau of the Budget. 

The Cuarrman. Without objection, Camp Lee is approved. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman, I want to show again the Bureau of 
the Budget is projecting itself into military planning. 

The Cratrman. Now, take the next item: Chemical Corps. Army 
ChemicalCenter, Md. 

Mr. Ketiener. There is housing in between at Natick, Mass., the 
Quartermaster Research and Engineering Center, 35 units, cles red by 
the committee. 

The Cuarrman. Allright. That has been cleared. 

Mr. Kevieuer. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Go ahead, now. 

Mr. KeLiener (reading) : 

Chemical Corps. Army Chemical Center, Maryland: Troop housing, and 
utilities, $2,051,000. 

The items are: 2 enlisted men ’s barracks, 326 men each, $1,282,000; 
a battalion mess building, $352,000; battalion administration and 
supply building, $270,000; and a heating plant, $147,000. 

Nothing from last year unfunded. 

General SHuter. Army Chemical Center, Md.: Chemical installa- 
tion located 15 miles northeast of Baltimore; initially occupied in 
1918; designated “permanent.” 

Mission: Performance of research and development in the fields of 
chemical warfare, radiological warfare, radiological defense, the con- 
duct of medical research, and the manufacture of chemical warfare 
material and protective devices. Non-Chemical Corps activities in- 
elude Ordnance Corps munitions assembly plant, the Army Environ- 
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mental Health Laboratories of the Surgeon General, 2 antiaircraft 
artillery battalions, and 1 antiaircraft artillery group headquarters. 

Total cost (based on price when acquired) , $65,034,918. 

Cost of improvements (permanent and other ), $64, 337, 538. 

Cost of land (4,705 acres) , $697,380. 

Present strength : Military, 1,665; civilian employees, 3,788. 

Line items requested for fiscal year 1959 authorization ($2,051,000 
total) : 

Enlisted men’s barracks (326-man). 
Battalion mess building. 

Battalion administration and supply building. 
Heating plant. 

Detailed justific ation follows: 

Two enlisted men’s barracks (326-man) ($1 ,282,000) : This project 
is required to replace existing enlisted men’s barracks constructed in 
1918 as permanent barracks, of hollow tile, stucco cement walls, wood 
floors and asphi lt shingle roofs (14 buildings with total capacity of 
1,482 men, 233,745 square feet). These buildings, in use for more 
than 37 years have deteriorated to the point which dictates either 
complete rehabilitation or replacement, in view of the 16-cent-per- 
square-foot maintenance cost which is excessive when compared to the 
accepted cost of 6 cents per square foot for this type facility. Existing 
buildings will be demolished upon completion of new barracks. Post- 
ponement of project would result in continued use of existing sub- 
standard troop housing. 

Battalion mess ($352,000): This project is required to support 
barracks in this program, which are part of the permanent peacetime 
construction requirement. 

Batallion administration and supply building ($270,000): This 
is required to support barracks in this program which are a part of the 
peacetime construction re quirements. 

Heating plant ($147,000) : This item is required to supply heat and 
hot water for barracks, battalion mess and battalion administration and 
supply buildings in this program. 

The CuarrmMan. All right. 

Without objection, it is approved. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. May I ask a question ? 

About the 1482 existing enlisted men’s spaces that are to be 
demolished. 

General Suv.ier. What is it you desire to know, sir ? 

Mr. Lanxrorp. I see a footnote here that says 1,400—under per- 
manent facilities inventory. 

General Suvuter. Yes, sit; I see. 

Mr. Lanxkrorp. On the same line with the two enlisted men’s 
barracks, it has a footnote that says 1,482 existing to be demolished. 

General Suuter. Yes, sir. These buildings, Mr. Congressman, 
were constructed in 1918 and they were at that time of what you 
might call a permanent type, in that they had hollow tile exterior 
and stucco walls, wood floor and asphalt shingle roofs. 

These buildings have been in use for 37 years, and we have made 
a very exhaustive study, sir, of whether we should rehabilitate these 
buildings or build new ones. And the Corps of Engineers, the post, 
and the Army concerned determined that it would be che -aper, sIr, 
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to build the new ones and tear these down. So that is the full answer, 


sir, to your question. 

The Cuamman. Without objection, the item is approved, 

Now, Fort Detrick, Md. 

Mr. Ketiener. “Fort Detrick—— 

Mr. Gavrn. Isn’t there another one in there? The Quartermas- 
ter Research and Engineering Center? 

The Cuamman. That is for family quarters. 

Mr. Gavin. I want to ask a question on that. 

The Cuatrrman. All right. 

Mr. Gavin. How far is Waltham, Mass., from Nattick, I might ask 
the gentleman ? 

The Carman. What page / 

Mr. Gavin. It is on page 19. 

Mr. Kewiever (addressing witness). About 25 miles, Bill, I think. 

General SHuter. 25? 

Mr. Ketitener. Something like that, about 25 miles, Mr. Chairman, 

The Cuarrman. Is it for the purpose of starting an argument? 

Mr. Gavin. No. It is just a matter of information. 

The Cuamman. All right, good. 

Mr. Gavin. May the general tell us how far Waltham, Mass., is 
from Nattick? : 

General Suuter. I think about 25 miles, sir. 

Mr. Gav IN. About 25 miles ? 

General Suuter. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Gavin. Well, we had the Murphy General Hospital up there 
that has actually been closed down. What are you doing with that 
facility? Possibly that facility could be used. Instead of here going 
into these family quarters, maybe you could develop that into some 
sort of an apartment-type building. It was in excellent condition, 
as I remember it. 

Do you remember it, may I ask my colleague from South Caro- 
lina? You wo there. 

Mr. Rivers. I don’t want to get into any intramural fight. 

The Cuatrman. He has for gotten all about that. 

Mr. Gavin. What are you doing with that facility ? 

General Suuter. Sir, the use of Murphy Hospital— 

Mr. Gavin. Yes? 

General Suuter. That is the approved location now for the divi- 
sion engineer for the entire New England area Corps of Engineers, 
and the Air Force is utilizing, I believe, the entire remainder. 

Mr. Gavin. Oh, it is being utilized ? 

General SuHuter. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Gavin. That is all right. 

The CHarrmMan. Without objection. 

Now, read the next one. 

Mr. Kevvener (reading) : 

Fort Detrick, Maryland: Research development, and test facilities, and troop 
housing, $1,077,000. 

The items are 

The Cuarrman. What page i it, Mr. Kelleher ? 

Mr. Ketiener. That is page 23, Mr. Chairman. 
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General Suuter. Fort Detrick, Md.: chemical installation 1 rated 
at Frederick; initially occupied in 1940; designated “Permanent. 
Mission: Research and development in all phases of biological 
warfare. , ee ak 
Total cost (based on price when acquired) , $52,546,075. as 
Cost of improvements (permanent and other), $51,815,754. 
Cost of land (1,231 acres), $730,341. 
present strength: Military, 554; civilian employees, 2,108. is 
Line items requested for fiscal year 1959 authorization ($1,077,000 
total) : 
Four animal breeding buildings. 
Enlisted men’s barracks with mess and administration. 
Detailed justification follows: 
Four animal breeding buildings ($282,000): Proposed animal 
breeding buildings are required to support continued development of 
the biological warfare research and development program at a rate 
consistent with the official program scope. Current research pro- 
gram at Fort Detrick requires 14,500 guinea pigs and 80,000 mice 
per month. Total existing breeding capacity is 10,000 guinea pigs 
and 55,000 mice per month. Attempts have been made to develop 
commercial sources of the Hartley strain disease free guinea pigs 
with no success. A survey is continuing to try to develop commer- 
cial sources for mice which are 100 percent free of salmonella in- 
fection. There is no known source and the probability of securing 
sources for even a part of the program requirement is very slight. 
Existing breeding capacity is 70 percent of the program requirement. 
Failure to secure the four additional buildings will make it impos- 
sible to progress at a rate faster than animal supply will permit 
and the programed rate of mission accomplishment cannot be ful- 
filled. These four buildings will complete the existing animal farm. 

Enlisted men’s barracks with mess and administration (263-man) 
($795,000): There are no permanent type barracks at Fort Detrick. 
One barracks building of 127 spaces has been authorized and is in the 
fiscal year 1958 execution program. This barracks will house the 
enlisted men stationed at the Army transmitting station located at 
Fort Detrick. Enlisted personnel are presently housed in temporary 
buildings constructed in 1942 which present a continuous problem of 
high maintenance and operational costs. Elimination of this item 
will require continued use of the temporary barracks facilities with 
the attendant high maintenance costs to house the enlisted men sta- 
tioned at Fort Detrick proper. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Without objection, the item is approved. 

Mr. Keviener. There is an error on that page, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHatrrmMan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Ketiener. The enlisted men’s barracks are listed as being 326- 
man barracks. They are actually 263-man barracks. 

The Cuarman. Anything more on that ? 

Mr. Kevttener. Nothing, sir. 

The Cuaiman. All right, without objection, it is approved. 

Read the next item. 

Mr. Keviener. Yes, sir, Dugway Proving Ground, Utah. 

Mr. Becker. Mr. Chairman, just a second. 
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Mr. Kelleher said there was a correction on this page here, and I 
can’t find the figure he mentioned, 326-man—— 

Mr. Ke.iener (aside. ) 

Mr. Keiiever. It should be 263. 

Mr. Becker. Thank you. 

Mr. Ketiener. Yes,sir. | Reading:] 

Dugway Proving Ground, Utah: Research, development, and test facilities, 
$250,000. 

General SHuter. Dugway Proving Ground, Utah: Chemical instal- 
lation located 86 miles southw est of Salt Lake C ity; initially occupied 
in 1942 ; designated “permanent.’ 

Mission: Large scale field testing and evaluation of items developed 
by Chemical Corps in the fields of chemical, biological, and radiolog- 
ical warfare; research and development in micrometeorology for the 
United States Ar my. 

Total cost (based on price when acquired ) , $33,860,485. 

Cost of improvements (permanent and on ), $33,737,888. 

Cost of land (456,176 acres) , $122,597. 

Present strength: Military, 7 (70; civ an employees, 707. 

Line items requested for fiscal year 1959 authorization ($250,000 
total) : 

Photo-Optometric Instrumentation Laboratory. 
Fifty family quarters (Capehart). 

Detailed justification follows: 

Photo-Optometric Instrumentation Laboratory ($250,000): Pro- 
posed facilities required to house, maintain, and service costly and 
highly sensitive equipment used in photogrammetric field tests. This 
technique will be used more extensively in the future to develop doc- 
trine for employment of bacterial warfare and chemical warfare muni- 
tions. Proposed facility is required to meet incremental workload 
and to speed development of new muntions at reduced cost. Two tem- 
porary World War II buildings now used to house this activity are 
unsatisfactory due to lack of adequate work space and absence of 
temperature and dust control. Lack of facilities seriously hampers 
production and quality of data obtained by photo-optometric means 
required for development of bacterial warfare and chemical warfare 
weapons. Present temporary structures will be used for storage. 
This facility will permit 12 ballistics tests/year, now done elsewhere at 
cost of $60,000, to be conducted at Dugway simultaneously with agent 
testing. In addition, consolidation of activities scheduled for this 
facility will result in approximately 20 percent savings in man-hours 
for referenced activities, resulting in an annual savings of $70,000. 
Failure to provide this project will result in restr iction of the program. 

Fifty family quarters (Capehart) ($0): This project is required to 
provide an increment of the permanent family housing for officer, en- 
listed and key civilian personne] assigned to this station. This is the 
only installation available to the Department of Defense where large 
scale CBR testing can be conducted under field conditions. The ac 
complishment of this mission reauires a sti aff of scientific and technic al 
personnel highly qualified in diverse professional areas which are 
difficult to attract and retain at this remote location, especially in the 
categories for which the demand greatly exceeds available personnel. 
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Number of units: 
Requested by Army : 70. 
Approved by OSD: 50. 
“stimated cost : $825,000. 
Authorization : Public Law 1020, 84th Congress. 
Current assets : 


Piieiias \ ee os dais Sis a eb cee Send ini 46 
ET, a icatide wactaniedediedcnde Md Rabanne 400 
ICRI SUNN i cases ener nln ans ce gun ose ene 0 
PTOROBO CORTE a aoa wr gece oe ih ieee ene eae Robe eee ade 50 
Commeanity” Sapper. ool Ue ee aa eh ci tes 10 

DO p pictciccnnechignee an ~ epee aan bei nae 506 

Requirements (based on long-range troop strength) : 

Officers and upper grade enlisted men-—. 2-222 oso oe tLe 275 
Lower grade enlisted... hc a ea Set dlp bobiete ses 188 
Hasential civiltane..0020i.5 tik ois cae apne idence jtordinteeebeananids 320 

COE icici re saod es ranig eres eaeennadein te ecenee duced eae aita eee aneeiae calepiie aan emis 783 


The construction of this project will enable the Department of the 
Army to provide 85 percent of the maximum gross housing require- 
ment based on the long-range troop forecast. 

General Suuter. Incidentally, 1 might point out at this time in 
connection with Mr. Bates’ question of coordination among the services, 
last year a small item—a dayroom for enlisted men for $54 000 was not 
built because of a change in troop deployment. I think it is an indi- 

cation that there is a coordination of these programs. 

Mr. Bares. Well, now, did Mr. McNeil make that decision? Did 
he determine that ? 

General Suuuer. No, sir; we did. 

Mr. Bares. Very good. 

The CuarrMan. All right, without objection, the item is approved. 

Read the next one. Signal Corps. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman. May I inquire? 

I notice the Capehart family quarters in this particular item here. 
Having approved Capeharts in this manner, it will not be necessary 
for them to come back to the Real Estate Subcommittee ? 

The CuatrMan. That iscorrect. This winds it up. 

Mr. Harpy. I just want to be sure my subcommittee chairman 
understood that. 

Mr. Rivers. We are being liquidated every day. 

The CHarrman. He thoroughly understands it. 

What is your next one / 

Mr. Smart. Fort Huachue: 

Mr. KecLener (reading) : 

Signal Corps. Fort Huachuca, Arizona: Maintenance facilities, administrative 
facilities, troop housing, operational and training facilities, and utilities, 
$3,598,000. 

The CuatrmMan. Read the items. 

Mr. Ketiener. Battalion—— 

Mr. Gavin. What page, Mr. Chairman ? 

The CHatrrmMan. Page 27. 

Mr. Ketiener. Battalion headquarters and classroom building, 
$159,000. 
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Three motor repair shops and facilities, $385,000. 

A hardstand for the motor park area, $272,000. 

Three enlisted men’s barracks, each 326 men, $1,884,000. 
A battalion mess building, $448,000. 

Battalion administration and supply building, $307,000. 


And a heating plant, $143,000. 
General Suvuser. Fort Huachuca, Ariz.: Signal installation located 


43 miles northwest of Bisbee; initially occupied in 1881; designated 
“permanent.” 

Mission : Fields of electronic warfare, battlefield surveillance, Signal 
Corps aviation, meteorology and related activities; performs necessary 
technical and engineering tests and evaluation of communication and 
electronic systems and equipment; conducts operational research, ex- 
periments, and field tests; formulates doctrine, techniques, and new 
concepts of Signal organizational elements required; and provides 
specialized individual and unit training. 

Total cost (based on price when acquired ) , $27,505,079. 

Cost of improvements (permanent and other) , $27,505,079. 

Cost of land (49,510 acres), 0. 

Present strength : Military, 5,778 ; civilian employees, 1,833. 

Line items requested for fiscal year 1959 authorization ($3,598,000 
total): 

Battalion headquarters and classroom building. 
Three motor-repair shops and facilities. 
Hardstand—amotor park area. 

Three enlisted men’s barracks (326-man). 
Battalion mess building. 

Battalion administration and supply building. 
Heating plant. 


Detailed justification follows: 
Battalion he ad quarte rs and classroom building ($159,000): This 


project is required to provide administrative and classroom facilities 
necessary for the supervision, control, and training of troops that will 
be housed in the new barracks. There are no adjacent facilities which 
can be used for this purpose. Efficiency of command supervision, 
Gdintntitration, and training will suffer unless these facilities are 
provided. Existing buildings are mobilization type, constructed in 
1942 and will be maintained to support the mobilizs ation requirements. 

Three motor repair shops and facilities ($385,000) : These shops 
are required to properly maintain 375 of the 1,256 TOE vehicles. There 
are no permanent troop motor maintenance shops at this Insté allation. 
Ordinary wear and tear on motor transport equipment in the desert 
area in increased on account of dust and sand particles lodging in 
engine assemblies, fuel and oil pumps and other moving mechanical 
parts during extreme dry, dusty, and windy periods, thereby neces- 
sitating greater maintenance than would be required in those regions 
where normal climatic conditions prevail. Many of the vehicles “used 
by this post are of a spec ial purpose type peculiar to the requirements 
of the mission of USAEPG and are presently maintained in open 
areas or in temporary structures that are inadequate. Equipment 
breakdowns due to lack of adequate maintenance facilities occur 
frequently far from the center of post activities and not only incur 
loss of time by personnel required to return the equipment to the 
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post but the installation is also deprived of the use thereof while 
increased maintenance costs are accruing. Existing facilities will be 
retained for mobilization purposes. 

Hardstand, motor park area ($272,000): This facility is required 
for parking 375 TOE vehicles in support of proposed motor park. 
At present vehicles are parked in unpaved graded areas adjacent to 
existing mobilization type motor-repair shops which are distributed 
throughout the troop area. This condition results in inefficient and 
disorganized operations. Existing facilities will be retained for 
mobilization purposes. 

Three enlisted men’s barracks (326-man) ($1,884,000) : This is the 
second increment of permanent barracks required to house the per- 
manent peacetime strength. There is now one permanent barracks 
on the installation. The other barracks are modified emergency type 
constructed in 1942. They are in poor condition due to lack of 
proper maintenance while the post was inactive from 1945 to 1951. 
Upon completion of this project the existing barracks will be utilized 
for National Guard and mobilization purposes. 

Battalion mess building ($448,000): This facility is essential to 
support the barracks in this program. 

Battalion administration and supply building ($307,000): This 
facility is essential to support the barracks in this program. 

Heating plant ($148,000) : This item is required to supply heat and 
hot water for barracks, battalion mess and battalion administration 
and supply buildings in this program. 

The Cuatrman. What about the funding on the item last year? 

Mr. Ketiener. Nothing, sir. 

There is an interesting building being constructed there that will 
cost $9 million ultimately. The first increment was granted last year, 
about $3.8 million. And there is nothing I see in the bill this year for 
a second increment. 

The Cuarman. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Now, the Corps of Engineers. 

Mr. Keviener (reading) : 

Corps of Engineers. Army Map Service, Maryland: Operation and training 
facilities, $1,913,000. 

Mr. Harpy. Have we approved all of this Signal Corps business ? 

Mr. Ketiener. Monmouth is in between, but just family housing. 

Mr. Harpy. Did we approve that ? 

Mr. Price. Why did we leave that page 27 so fast ? 

Colonel Sympou. 130 units. 

Mr. Ketieuer. 130 units, and it is a new project. There are 600 
Wherry there that have not been acquired. 

The CuarrMan. What page is that in the book ? 

Mr. Keiiener. Page 28, Mr. Chairman; 130 family quarters, Cape- 
hart. Itisnew. There are 600 Wherry projects. 

The Cuarrman. All right, without objection, the item is approved. 

Next is Transportation Service. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman, in view of Mr. Hardy’s inquiry about 
our committee being relieved of housing responsibilities, does it fol- 
low—and I want an answer to this question—that we are going to be 
likewise relieved of the responsibility for the acquisition and rehabil- 
itation of Wherry projects? 
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The Cnatrman. Well, that item is in the bill, which will be debated 
and determined by the full committee when we reach that section. 

Mr. Rivers. Have you an opinion on it 

The Cuamman. I will express my opinion when we come to that 
item in the bill. 

Go ahead with the next item. 

Mr. Ketiener. The next item in the bill, Mr. Chairman, is the 
Army Map Service in Maryland: Operat ional and training facilities, 
$1,913,000. 

[t is a cartographic engineering building. 

General SHULER. Army Map Service, Maryland: installation lo- 
cated 1 mile northwest of W ashington, D. C.; engineers initially oceu- 
pied in 1942; designated “permanent.” 

Mission: Produce, procure, store, and maintain stocks of maps, 
relief maps, and related reproduction materials; maintain records of 
all ground data of permanent nature. Distribute to authorized agen- 
cies, upon request, maps and map reproduction material, aerial photo 
prints and ground control data and publish and circulate necessary 

‘atalogs. Operate as designated by Joint Chief of Staff, central cat- ' 
alog and file of maps and map information for DOD. Assist in de- 
velopment and improvement of production methods of maps, relief 
maps, allied materials. Collect, circulate, and produce Engineer 
intelligence required by Department of the Army and OCE. 

Total cost (based on price when acquired), $7,395.449. } 

Cost of improvements (permanent and other), $7, 313,278. | 

Cost of land (57 acres) , $82,221. 

Present strength : Military, 201; civilian employees, 2,704. 

Line item requested for fiscal year 1959 authorization ($1,913,000 
total) : Cartographic engineering building. 

Detailed justification follows : 

Cartographic engineering building ($1,915 4000) : This building is 
required to supplement existing Army Map Service base plant facili- 
ties to provide adequate physic: al space for technical operations cur- 
rently carried on within the Army Map Service, and does not reflect 
any initiation or expansion of inplant production capacity. This | 
building will be utilized for housing portions of the basic Depart- 
ment of Defense collection of topogr aphic maps, geodetic data, engi- 
neer intelligence data and related materials, and. for production “of 
three-dimensional plastic relief maps for military planning. | 

The requirement for additional physical oe in the Army Map 
Service base plant derives principally from the fact that as the Army 
Map Service continues to carry out its mission for worldwide survey- 
ing and mapping and as it continues to gather source data, the libraries 
are growing rapidly despite careful ‘and continuous screening for 
elimination of obsolete or unnec essary materials. This is, of course, 
a reflection of the success of the operation of the Army Map Service 
and is expected. The original plan for the current Army Map Service 
base plant facility prepared at the end of World War II anticipated 
this development and included this additional building to provide 
for the libraries of these materials. Funds curtailment following 
World War II, resulted in deferment of this building at the time 
other buildings were approved. Since that time there has been 
a continuing increase in the requirement for space for libraries. Dur- 
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ing the last 5 years this increase has amounted to 20 percent. Crowd- 
ing resulting “from failure to complete this part of the installation 
has caused improper location of some Army Map Service operations 
and has thus interfered with the efficient operation of the mapping 
and intelligence programs. 

Space made available in the existing buildings of the Army Map 
Service base plant facility through the relocation of activities in the 
new building will allow for relief of crowding and for more efficient 
operation of existing activities. The space released will be utilized 
for improvement of production and library operations and not for 
bulk storage purposes. Only shelf stocks of end products and operat- 
ing stocks of supplies are held in Army Map Service base-plant 
fac ilities. Bulk map paper stocks are stored in Government ware- 
houses in various parts of the country. Bulk map stocks are stored 
overseas and in the GSA warehouse at Franconia, Va. 

The operations concerned with production of plastic relief maps are 
planned for relocation in the proposed building. This will not result 
in any increase in the Army Map Service inplant production capacity. 
The techniques for this production were developed principally by 
Army Map Service and there is no comparable facility im commercial 
industry in the United States. 

The operation of the basic Defense libraries of mapping and related 
data, are of such nature that commercial contracting for the services 
is not feasible. These activities cannot be located in space detached 
from the base plant operation since all of the analysis of data and pro- 
duction planning resulting therefrom depend upon access to the 
libraries. An efficient base- plant facility is essential to the coordina- 
tion of the efforts of military units, field offices, cooperating foreign 
mapping agencies, and commercial contract facilities in the accom- 
plishment of the wor!dwide mapping, geodesy and intelligence require- 
ments. ‘The completion of the proposed building and the resultant 
elimination of crowding will increase the efficiency of the Army Map 
Service base-plant operation. 

Mr. Gavin. What page is it? 

Mr. Ketiener. That is on page 35. 

The Crrairman,. Allright, without objection, it is approved. 

Mr. Smarr. You are skipping those ¢ ‘apehart projects. 

Mr. Ketiener. Mr. Chairman, do you wish to go by the bill or by 
the book? The book—— 

The Cuarrman. [ am going by the bill. We go by the bill. 

Mr. Ketiener. You see, you will miss some Capehart housing that 
way. 

The Cuamman. We will take that up later on. 

Mr. Keviener. All right, sir. 

The CuainMan. Ut isall written out later on in the bill. 

Mr. Harpy. If you follow that, that is all right. 

If 1 follow the bill, Mr, Chairman, I don’t see a thing in the world 
except dollars down there, and if you follow the sheets— 

The Carman. Wait one minute, now. 

The Capehart houses are all written on page 

Mr. Ketitener. Page 9, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. H. arDY. Are vou going to take that all up at one time? 

The Cuamman. Weare going to take that all up at one time. 
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Mr. Harpy. So then we will have to go back through all these sheets 
and take a look at them. 

Mr. Bares. I wonder if we can get a justification, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Rivers. You will let him ask a question ? 

The CuarrMan. It all depends on what you ask. 

Mr. Bares. Could we have a justification ¢ 

Mr. Gavin. Page 33. 

The Cuairman. Page 33. Army Map Service. 

Mr. Harpy. So now we are skipping page 34. 

Mr. Bates. Are we all through with 33, Mr. Chairman, or should 
we get a justification for it ¢ 

The CuarrMan. Yes. 

Mr. Harpy. Get a justification. 

Mr. Smart. What is the justification for it, Bill? 

The CuarrmMan. Fort Eustis, Va.— 

Mr. Bares. You want to tell us about the Map Service, General ? 
What is wrong with the one you have and when was it built ? 

General Suvter. Sir, this building is required to supplement—not 
to replace but to supplement existing Army Map Service base-plant 
facilities, to provide adequate physical space for technical operations 
currently carried on within the Army Map Service and does not reflect 
any initiation or expansion of inplant production capacity. This 
building will be utilized for housing portions of the basic Department 
of Defense collection of topogr aphic maps, geodetic data, engineer 
intelligence data and related material, and for the production of three 
dimensional plastic relief maps for military planning. 

The requirement for additional physical space in the Army Map 
Service base plant derives principally from the fact that as the Army 
Map Service carries out its mission for world-wide surveying and 
mapping, and as it continues to gather source data, the libraries are 
growing rapidly, despite careful and continuous screening for elim- 
ination of obsolete or unnec essary materials. 

This building is needed, sir, to get the payoff from the many years 
of worldwide surveys that have been made, so we can accurately map 
certain areas of the world. 

Mr. Bates. Now, when you remap an area, what do you do with the 
old maps? Store them or get rid of them ? 

General Suuter. As I just stated, we are conscientiously trying to 
weed out any obsolete materials. That is what we are trying to do, sir. 
So the answer is we get rid of them unless it has some good use. 

Mr. Bares. Are you finally going to wind up with twice as many 
maps as you have today ? 

General Suvier. We are going to wind up with more maps than 
we have today because we have taken on more areas. That is the reason. 

The CHarrmMan. May I say a very interesting article appeared in 
the paper a few days ago about this service being ¢: arried on in Africa 
right now. 

General Suvcter. Right, sir. 

The CHarrMan. And it is highly important work. This is most 
important work. And one of the most fascinating stories growing 
out of World War II was the capture of a great many maps in some 
‘ave in Germany and what great benefit—t is highly important. 
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Mr. Bares. I don’t object to it, Mr. Chairman. I think we should 
have it. I think we went into Iwo Jima with Russian maps of 1895. 

The Cuarrman. We must try to bring them up to date. We must 
have a larger building to take care of the increased need. 

Mr. Bares. You established a good record. 

The CHarrman. Exactly. 

Take the next item. It is approved. 

Fort Eustis, Transportation Corps. 

Mr. Keviener. (reading) : 

Transportation Corps. Fort Eustis, Virginia: Operational and training facil- 
ities, administrative facilities, troop housing, and utilities, $3,634,000. 

It is page 38 in the back, and the items are as follows: 

Taxiway, $46,000. 

Access aprons and facilities, $138,000. 

Training command he: adquar ters building, $744,000. 

Three enlisted men’s barracks, 326-man, $1,960,000. 

Battalion mess building, $335,000. 

Battalion : administration and ‘supply building, $241,000. 

Heating Plant, $ $170,000. 

And 223 ‘apehart houses that are new. There are 412 Wherry 
there, that have been acquired. 

General Suuer. Fort Eustis, Va.: Transportation installation 
located 17 miles south of Newport News; initially occupied in 1918; 
designated “permanent.” 

Mission: Fort Eustis is designated by the Department of Army as 
a permanent post of the United States Army Transportation Corps 
for use as a Transportation Training Command. The specific mis- 
sion of the post is the organization and tr aining of Transportation 
Corps units and individuals of all categories, responsible for logistic 
support of the Transportation School, “the Transportation Research 
and Engineering Command, and the satellite post of Fort Story, Va. 

Total cost (based on price when acquired ) , $57,859,145. 

Cost of improvements (permanent and other), $57,093,481. 

Cost of land (8,348 acres) , $765,664. 

Present strength: Military, 10,369; civilian employees, 2,658. 

Line items requested for fiscal year 1959 authorization ($3,634,000, 
total) : 

Taxiway (RW). 

Access aprons and facilities. 

Training command headquarters building. 

Three enlisted men’s barracks (326-man). 

Battalion mess building. 

Battalion administration and supply building. 

Heating plant. 

Two-hundred and twenty-three family quarters (Capehart). 

Detailed justification follows: 

Taxiway (RW) ($460,000): This item is required to provide an 
access taxiway from the existing helicopter operational area to the 
field maintenance hangar, presently under construction. Require- 
ments for future development of the heliport-airfield area necessitated 
resiting the field maintenance hangar, subsequent to final authoriza- 
tion. As a result of this action insufficient funds were available to 
provide this item in the present construction. Taxiway is necessary 
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to move nonflyable rotary-wing (helicopters) aircraft from helicopter 
landing pads and oper ational area to the field maintenance hangar. 
Without this taxiw ay, maintenance of helicopters assigned this station 
will be seriously impaired. The training program for maintenance 
will deteriorate. Hazards to personnel and craft will be increased. 

Access aprons and facilities ($138,000) : Project is required to com- 
plete the access aprons and facilities for the field maintenance hangar 
presently under construction. The washing area with a waste treat- 
ment plant is necessary to clean aircraft for maintenance inspection 
and flying efficiency. A waste treatment plant to process effluent from 
the washing area is required to prevent pollution. The treated shoul- 
ders are necessary to eliminate dirt and gravel from damaging air- 
craft. Twenty cargo helicopters are presently operating from a small 
congested paved area located 2 miles from the airfie ‘1d—heliport area. 
Failure to provide this item will be detrimental to the aviation train- 
ing mission assigned this station. 

Training command headquarters building ($744,000): There is a 
compelling need for a structure to house the Transportation training 
Command Headquarters, with adequate administrative facilities to 
support a training command and station echelon. This building is 
required to improve and expedite staff coordination, reduce the cost 
of maintenance and utilities and reduce administrative personnel by 
eliminating the duplication of effort required by use of the present 

facilities. The Office of the Commanding General and General Staff 
agencies presently occupy 16 semipermanent type buildings, with a 
total of 42,257 square feet of space, widely dispersed throughout the 
post. This arrangement requires duplication of administrative effort 
and delay in staff coordination and a lesser degree of unit integrity. 
Present facilities will revert to their original design for use as barracks, 
unit administration and support buildings until the post is further 
developed under the installation master pli in. If this facility is not 
provided the command will continue to use obsolete facilities, main- 
tenance costs of the 16 buildings will continue to increase, and duplica- 
tion of effort for administrative personnel will continue. Annual 
savings of $58,000 can be realized by operating in 1 building. By 
far the most important advantage of a single permanent headquarters 
building is the intangible of better and faster staff coordination. 

Three enlisted men barracks without mess (326-man) ($1,960,000) : 
This project is required to replace existing semipermanent (World 
War II mobilization type) barracks which are beyond the life ex- 
pectancy of 15 years. Existing barracks have substandard heating 
and ventilation which is detrimental to health of occupants, day rooms 
are nonexistent for off-duty recreation, and buildings are in a state of 
general deterioration. Maintenance costs will continue to increase 
annually until permanent structures are constructed. To date, ap- 
proximately 50 percent of the planned peacetime enlisted strength for 
the post are billeted in permanent living accommodations. These 
facilities have greatly improved efficiency in the unit and organiza- 
tional oper: ations. Requested project is a segment of the overall plan 
to construct 12 additional 326-man permanent type barracks to 
meet installation requirements to — all enlisted men in perma- 
nent barracks. Existing barracks Nos. S-2304 through S-2307, S-2309 
through S-2320 and S—2401 will be demolished to make the area avail- 
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able for construction of this project. Elimination of this item will 
necessitate continued use of World War II barracks, which are detri- 
mental to troop welfare and morale, at increased maintenance costs. 

Battalion mess ($335,000) : This item is required to support 3 en- 
listed men barracks in this program. 

Battalion administration and supply building ($241,000) : This item 
is required to support the 3 enlisted men barr: acks in this program. 

Heating plant ($170,000) : This item is required to supply heat and 
hot water for barracks, battalion mess and battalion administration 
and supply buildings in this program. Fuel will be coal. 

Two hundred and twenty-three family quarters (Capehart) ($0) : 
This project is required to provide an increment of the permanent 
family housing facilities for officer and enlisted personnel assigned 
to this station. In addition to existing permanent facilities there are 
177 substandard units located on the post which are currently occu- 
pied. These substandard units are World War II barracks, dayrooms, 
supply and administration buildings and hospital wards that have 
been converted and are presently scheduled for disposal prior to July 
1960. Although the total population of the communities within 30- 
minute commuting radius of Fort Eustis exceeds 50,000, it includes 
many small towns where rental housing does not exist. The few 
rental units in Williamsburg are restricted to personnel in high 
income brackets. Newport News is a highly industralized area that is 
expanding rapidly, and the supply of rental housing has not kept pace 
with the demand. 

Number of units: 

Requested by Army: 223. 

Approved by OSD: 223 

Estimated cost: $3 “879,500, 

Authorization : Public Law 1020, 84th Congress. 

Current assets: 
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Officers and upper-grade enlisted men__-___--_--____-- SS sox, nih acannon 3, 604 
Pe TET UCNGs CURIS ine on nicks crnthc eins aes cas erences poorer tia 374 
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The construction of this project will enable the Department of the 
Army to provide 70 percent of the maximum gross housing require- 
ment based on the long-range troop forecast. 

The Cuarrman. W thout objection, Fort Eustis is approved. 

Mr. Bares. Mr. Chairman, I just wonder if we will look at that 
last. item. 

What do you get, 10 million B. t. u.’s out of that plant for $170,000 ? 
I remember the rother figure was considerably higher than that, back 
here somewhere, wasn’t it ? 

General Suuter. Which one was that? 
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Mr. Bares. We had some others with that 10 million figure in here. 
Is that the same figure? 

Mr. Kircutn. Page 27. 

Mr. Bares. It costs $143,000 for the same number of B. t. u 

General SuHuter. $143,000 and $170,000. 

Mr. Bares. What 

General Suvuter. This one has a $25,000 outside utility cost. I will 
have to look and see what the other one has. But in addition, you 
would have some cost differential, Mr. Bates, depending on the area 
in which it would be constructed. 

Fort Eustis, Va., wouldn’t necessarily compare with Fort Huachuca, 

Ariz., where the cost differentials would be, I think, material. 

Mr. Bares. Well, except the other one was pretty consistent with 
Huachuca. 

Mr. Becker. Page 27. 

General Sucier. Of course, sir, estimates are made by architect 
engineers employed by the Corps of E ngineers and reviewed, and this 
is the best estimate the Cor ps of Engineers can make on this particular 
installation. 

The Cuairman. Without objection. 

Mr. Bares. Wait a minute. Let’s take Huachuca. This is the same 
price because I compared-it before with Baltimore. 

General Suuer. Baltimore? 

Mr. Bares. $147,000. 

What is the additional capacity to require 12 million? What is the 
12 million ? 

General Suvuter. Which page are you on? 

Mr. Bares. Let’s go back to page 22. 

Now, 12 million is the additional capacity required and the new 
authorization requested is 10 million. 

General SHurer. All right. What that means, sir, is that you need 
in the future for other heating plants, for the additional barracks 
needed, 12 million B. t. u. 

Mr. Bares. All right. 

General Suvuter. The need for the present barracks we are request- 
ing is 10 million B. t. u.’s. 

Mr. Bares. All right. 

So you are asking for 10 million B. t. u.’s and that is 147,000; 
143,000 at Huachuca; and here at Newport News, it is 170,000, com- 
pared to 143 at Baltimore. That is a difference of $30,000, 

General Suuer. Sir, the difference is simply in the outside utilities 
and the area in which the construction is estimated. We can’t have 
all these cost the same thing because of these factors. 

Mr. Bares. I understand that. 

General Suvter. I think that is close enough, sir, considering those 
factors. 

Mr. Bares. I 

General Suvuter. I assure the chairman and this committee that all 
of these estimates are the best estimates the Corps of Engineers can 
come up with. I think that is a great improvement over many years 
ago when we weren't getting these preliminary plans and these pre- 
liminary budget estimates in this fashion. 

Mr. Bares. That is right. 
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The Cuatrman. Thank you very much. 

Go ahead. The next—without objection, it is approved. 

The next item is Fitzsimons Army Hospital. 

Mr. Kevienpr. Mr. Chairman, if you would like to go through the 
housing, as you decided, very quickly ? 

The CHarrMan. Gothrough the housing. 

A great many of them we approved. 

Mr. Keuiener. P age 40. Oakland Army Terminal, 88 Capehart 
houses, already c lear ed by the committee. 

General Suuter. Oakland Army Terminal, Calif.: Transportation 
installation located at Oakland; initially oce upied i in 1940; designated 
“permanent.” 

Mission: To plan for and accomplish movement of personnel and 
material within movement programs as assigned by commanding gen- 
eral, Pacific Transportation Terminal Command; to regulate and con- 
trol surface movement of Army and Air Force personnel and cargo; to 
book programed cargo with Military Supply Transport Service or 
Military Air Transport Service; to perform outport operations along 
Pacific coasts of California, Mexico, South and Central America; to 
train military units, military personnel, and civilian personnel assigned 
or attached to terminal ; to furnish administrative and/or logistical 
support to external agencies as directed ; to process Department of the 
Army and Department of Air Force civilians, foreign nationals, and 
dependents. 

Total cost (based on price when acquired), $35,804,148. 

Cost of improvements (permanent and other), $33,848,636. 

Cost of land (782 acres), $1,955,512. 

Present strength : Military, 1,268; civilian employees, 2,465. 

Line items requested for fiscal year 1959 authorization ($0): 88 
family quarters (Capehart). 

Detailed justification follows: 

Kighty-eight family quarters (Capehart) (30): This project is 
required to provide an increment of the permanent family housing for 
officers and enlisted personnel assigned to this station. In addition 
to existing permanent facilities there are 88 substandard units located 
on the post which are currently occupied, These units are converted 
World War II barracks; 80 of these units are located on leased land 
which costs $34,717 annually. The proposed housing will be con- 
structed on Government-owned land. No adequate offpost housing is 
available near the terminal since the area is highly industrialized. 

Number of units: 

Requested by Army : 88. 

Approved by OSD: 88. 

Estimated cost : $1,452,000. 

Authorization: Public Law 1020, 84th Congress. 

Current assets : 
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Requirements (based on long-range troop strength) : 


OGicers and aoper-grade enliated meon-_....<...._-...--=...~-----_.-.-._. 288 
eae dtkicemipigeenietibligsanpaainsmememgirabtoen 3 
NT en eterna pi ea Pe ee oe ok 0 
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The construction of this project will ens able the Department of the 
Army to provide 61 percent of the maximum gross housing require- 
ment based on the long-range troop forecast. 

The Cuarrman. Get to your next item. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, this thing here—I am not going to 
belabor this point at this time. But some time or other, before this 
bill is finally approved, I want more justification on this housing 
than we are going to get in this fashion. 

Now, you come » here just taking a look at this one right now. 

The Cuamman. It has already been approved. It has been ap- 
proved. This one was approved by the subcommittee. That is 
what he just stated. 

Mr. Harpy. This one has been approved by the subcommittee ? 

Mr. Ketxiener. Yes, sir, it has. 

The Cuarman. It has been approved by the subcommittee, Mr. 
Hardy. 

Mr. Ketiener. Previously. 

Mr. Harpy. The point I am trying to make right at the moment 
is there is going to need to be some justification submitted on these 
projects, and somebody ought to take a look at them. I am not 
suggesting 

The Cuatrman. When pages 8 and 9 are reached in the bill, then 
we will have designated those that have heretofore been approved 
and those that have not been approved. Then we will try to get 
sufficient information in regard to all that have not been approved 
for the committee to act on. 

Mr. Harpy. One of the things that has bothered some of us on 
the subcommittee all the way along is the basis for which the deter- 
mination, the basis on which the numbers required are determined. 
And actually, sometimes I think they take them out of the hat, or 
either that they are a whole lot bigger than Mr. McElroy is going 
to let you have. You are going to get a further reduction, and you 
will not need them. 

The Cuatrman. The next item is Fort Devens, Mass. 

Mr. Keviener. We still have William Beaumont Army Hospital, 
page 43. 125 family quarters, already cleared. There are no Wherry 
housing units at that installation. 

General Suuter. Mr. Chairman, may I make a statement on this 
family housing ? 

The Cuarrman. Do you not think it would be proper to make it 
when we get to that section ? 

General Suuter. I mean just a general, very short statement. 

The Cuatrman. All right, go ahead. 

General Suuter. I believe it is important. The full justification 
for every one of these housing projects is printed on a page in the 
books that the committee has. They are the second and third books 
I referred to. All of that information will be made a part of the 
record, sir, and will be the justification for the family quarters. 
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Mr. Harpy. General, if I might interrupt, it doesn’t make a bit of 
difference if it is made a part of the record 1f nobody on the committee 
analyzes it. ‘That is the thing I am talking about. I am not suggest- 
ing that you don’t have some support for it in the book here, but if 
we simply turn pages, we are not doing anything in the world but 
giving lipser vice to what somebody over in the Pentagon has done. 

General SHULER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. Lam tired of doing that. 

The Carman. Allright. Let’s get down to the First Army area. 

Mr. Kentener. We have the Medical C orps, Fitzsimons Army Hos- 
pital, Denver, Colo. 

The Cuarrman. We passed that. 

Mr. Ketiener. Not yet. ‘Troop housing, $862,000. It appears on 
page 44 of the book. The items are: An enlisted men’s bar ‘racks, 
without mess, $733,000. An administration and supply building, 
$129,000. 

General Suuter. Fitzsimons Army Hospital, Colo. : Medical instal- 
lation located 2 miles east of Denver; initially occupied in 1918; desig- 
nated “permanent.” 

Mission: The operation of a medical treatment facility designated 
as a specialized treatment center with specialties as designated by the 
Surgeon General, operates a professional teaching program and special 
research facilities. Conducts medical research and trains medical 
personnel and General Reserve units as directed by the Surgeon 
General. 

Total cost (based on price when acquired ), $20,025,540. 

Cost of improvements (permanent and other) $20,008,940. 

Cost of land (605 acres) $16,600. 

Present strength : Military, 1,868 ; civilian employees, 1,146. 

Line items requested for Fiscal Year 1959 authorization ($862,000 
total) ; 

Enlisted Men barracks without mess (medical). 
Administration and supply building (2—Co). 

Detailed justification follows: 

EM barracks without mess ($733,000) : This project is required to 
provide an increment of barracks for permanent housing for the peace- 
time mission. ‘The existing facilities are comprised of 32 modified, 
emergency buildings, 3 are hollow tile, stucco walls, with interior wood 
framing, 29 are wood-frame buildings. The wood-frame buildings 
were constructed in 1941-42 on a str ictly temporary basis and m: Linte- 
nance costs after 16 years of use is excessive and cannot be justified. 
If permanent barrac ‘ks are not provided it will adversely affect the 
morale and welfare of enlisted personnel, will necessitate the continued 
expenditure of repair and maintenance funds on the upkeep and will 
require complete rehabilitation of these molilization type buildings. 
Twenty-seven buildings will be removed. The remainder will be 
retained for mobilization use. 

Administration and supply building, two company ($129,000) : The 
item is required to support the 326-man barracks in this program. 

The Cuairman. Without objection, the hospital is approved. 

Now, First Army area, Fort Devens, Mass. 

Mr. Keiitener. Yes, sir. 

The CHamman. That is page 
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Mr. Kevitener. Forty-seven, Mr. Chairman. 
The Cuarrman. Forty-seven. 
Mr. Ke.iener (reading) : 


Fort Devens, Mass.: Operational and training facilities, $171,000. 


The item is two Trainfire ranges—this is a new type of item in the 
bill and never has appeared before. 

I suggest the General explain it. 

General SuHuter. Fort Devens, Mass.: First Army; installation 
located 35 miles west of Boston; initially occupied in 1917; designated 
“permanent.” 

Mission: Responsible for the command, training and operations, 
and to provide administrative and logistical support for class I and I 
units and activities assigned or attached to Fort Devens and for its sub- 
installations, Camp W ellfleet and Fort Banks. 

Total cost (based on price when acquired), $46,174,783. 

Cost of improvements (permanent and other), $45,522,303. 

Cost of land (10,147 acres) , $652,480. 

Present strength: Military, 13,149; civilian employees, 1,326. 

Line items requested for fiscal year 1959 authorization ($171,000) : 
two Trainfire I ranges. 

Detaiied justification follows: 

Two Trainfire I ranges ($171,000): Trainfire I has been adopted 
as the new basic rifle course by the Army. This project will provide 
for essential training facilities required for rifle instruction based on 
this new training concept. Facilities which are outmoded by Train- 
fire I are currently being utilized. No facilities currently existing for 
this type training. 

The CuarrmMan. What is Trainfire ranges ? 

General Suuter. Mr. Chairman, we have a total of 24 ranges of 
this type throughout the structure of the bill in our request. These 
are: 2 at Fort Knox, 2 at Fort Devens, 3 at Fort Bragg, 3 at Fort 
C ampbell, 1 at Fort McClell: in, 2 at Fort Bliss, 3 at Fort Hood, 2 at 
Fort Sill, 3 at Fort Riley, 3 at Fort Lewis, and 1 at Fort Meade. 

In October of 1956, the Army completed a 1-year troop test of a new 
course in basic rifle marksmanship, which is known as Trainfire. 

The need for revision of rifle marksmanship was indicated after an 
evaluation of riflemen performance in World War II and Korea. 

It has been firmly established that the full combat potential of the 
riflemen was not completely realized in these conflicts. 

To kill his target on the battlefield, the rifleman must first be able 
to see it and, second, he must be able to aim at his target without 
disarranging his aim. 

The combat rifleman normally fires from a foxhole, ditch, trench, 
or from behind a tree, rock, and other available protective cover. 

His target is a surprise one. The fleeting camouflage, low-silhou- 
ette type. Before he is able to fire accurately, he must overcome ob- 
structions between his sight and his target, caused by vegetation, smoke, 
dust, and the like. 

The Trainfire course of instruction has been established to prepare 
the rifleman to efficiently cope with these battlefield conditions. 

Three firing ranges are used in the course. The first is the 1,000- 
inch range, where the soldier learns the basic fundamentals, such as 
various positions, sighting, and aiming. 
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A foxhole and a short stump or post has been added to each firing 
point in order to teach the use of supported positions. 

The second range is the field firing range, where the soldier is trained 
to hit surprise- type targets at distances of 75, 175, and 300 yards. 

The third range is the proficiency course, where the soldier fires for 
record. 

I might state here, sir, that all these projects are a remodeling of the 
present known distance courses, unless we don’t have a known distance 
course at the station. Thisisa modernization, a tremendous improve- 
ment in the basic training of the rifleman, so he can hit the target 
under war conditions. 

Mr. Rivers. Have you developed any new weapons for this type 
of training, by way of new sights or for penetration of darkness 
and the like, or is that classified ? 

General Suuver. If I might speak off the record, Mr. Rivers—this 
is off the record. 

Mr. Kewiener. This is an omen hearing, general. 

Mr. Rivers. If it is classified; all right. 

General SuHuter. Yes, sir, I can talk when we get into closed hear- 
ing on that. 

Mr. Bennett. Mr. Chairman. 

May I ask, are you using the new rifle which has been developed 
by the Army and has been given publicity upon, or are you using 
the old M-1¢ 

General Suuter. I am not certain of that, sir, but I believe we 
are in a transition period, either a planning one or an actual transition, 
from the M-1 to the new rifle. But I think we are still using the 
M-1. I would like to correct the record to give you the facts, 

Mr. Price. Will you yield? 

Mr. Bennerr. I will yield to the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. Price. I don’t think the new rifle is in production. It is still 
in the development stage. 

General SHuter. Then it is in a planning transition, rather than 
an actual. 

The CuHamman. Let me ask you this question: Do you think in 
future combat you will ever get close enough to use weapons of this 
type? 

General Suuter. Mr. Chairman 

The Cuarrman. If the concept of missiles is sound, why, there won’t 
be any rifle range—— 

Mr. Rivers. Foot soldier. 

The CoarrMan. Involved. 

General Suuter. Mr. Chairman, there are occurrences going on 
right now in the world—fortunately, not involving our riflemen— 
whei ‘e, I am sure, the chairman will agree rifles are being used. 

The CHARMAN. Yes, sir. All right. [Laughter. | 

Mr. Bennerr. Mr. Chairman, may I ask a few questions? I started 
toask him a question. 

The CuarrMan. Wait 1 minute. Mr. Bennett is recognized. Go 
ahead, Mr. Bennett. 

Mr. Bennerr. With regard to that, we, of course, have the exper- 
ience of the Korean war in which we had air superiority during prac: 
tically all, if not all, of the time. 

General Suvrier. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. Bennetr. And my recollection is quite a few people were 
killed in the quite long time we were battling, and a very substantial 
war took place, and, primarily, an infantry war. Is that correct? 

General Suvuter. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Bennerr. And has anybody yet designed any substitute for 
holding important military land and objectives, other than the infantry 
soldier and his organization ? 

General Sucter. It takes a man with the basic weapons to hold 
ground, sir. 

Mr. Bennett. So there isn’t any indication at all that the foot 
soldier has been eliminated in the war concept at all, is there? 

General SHuter. No, sir. 

Mr. Bennett. That applies not only with regard to any superior 
pushbutton war but also with regard to brush fire war—both kinds 
of wars. 

General Suuter. Yes, sir; that is right. 

Mr. Harpy. Would the gentlemen yield on that point? 

Is there any agreement among the other services that that philosophy 
is accurate as of today ¢ 

General Suuter. Mr. Hardy, I cannot vouch for the Air Force and 
Navy. Idonot know. Ido know that the Army hasa mission. We 
are training to be proficient in it. And this is a part of this training. 

Mr. Harpy. How about the Secretary of Defense? Does he be- 
lieve in this philosophy that you just explained ? 

Mr. Becker. Oh, yes. 

General Suuter. Mr. Hardy, I can’t answer that question. [ Laugh- 
ter. | 

Mr. Harpy. That is what I was afraid of, General. That is what 
bothers me. 

The Cuatrman. Fort Devens. 

Mr. Bares. General, this is $171,000. 

General Suvter. Yes; I do not mean to intimate, Mr. Hardy, that 
he isnot orthatheis. I just don’t know. 

Mr. Harpy. Well, now, Mr. Chairman, we are on that particular 
point. And here you are providing for these new facilities, and 
frankly, I think you ought to have them. But I am disturbed when I 

saw in the final edition of the St: ir, I believe it was the night before 
last, the statement to the effect it didn’t make any difference how much 
Congress appropriated, what the strength of the Army should be, that 
it was going to be reduced even if the funds were provided to keep your 
level of forces up to—what is it, eight hundred something now ? 

The Cuarrman. 870,000. 

General Suter. It is 900,000 now, I ae sir, and I think the 
end planned strength is 870,000—end fiscal year 1959. 

Mr. Harpy. Didn't General Taylor make the ais atement that he had 
been ordered to cut it down to that and it didn’t make any difference 
what Congress did, he was going to do it anyhow? 

General Suuter. I am not exactly sure of that full statement. 

Mr. Harpy. That is the way I read the thing. 

And I tell you, Mr. Chairman, I don’t know whether we ought to 
be approving any of this stuff in here, if you are going to cut the 
Army down to the point where we are going to depend on the Air 
Force to do it all. 
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Mr. Rivers. You have lots of friends. 

Mr. Harpy. If you do that, you won’t need this housing. 

The Crarrman. I want to ‘say this. I welcome this kind of dis- 
cussion. It is indeed healthy. I hope the fire and spirit will not 
fade away before the item reaches the floor of the House. [Laughter | 

Mr. Harpy. I needn’t worry about it fading from me. 

What bothers me is where we are going to get a little support to 
keep this thing on a rational basis. 

Mr. Bennerr. May I ask a final question, as long as I started this? 

The Cuamman. Yes; a final question. Final. 

Mr. Bennett. The final question I wanted to ask: Since the ques- 
tion has been raised as to this new type of rifle, and since it is my in- 
formation that the rifle is already perfected and is able to be put 
into production right now, my question is: When does the Army 
expect to put this Tifle into production so it can be in the hands of 
the.infantry soldier, and what is holding us up ¢ 

General Suuter. Sir, I will have to furnish that, because I am not 
in that business. But I will get you the answer, sir, to put in the 
record. 

Question. When will units of the Army be equipped with the rifle 7.62 milli- 
meter M14? 

Answer. The M14 rifle will be phased into the Active Army over a period of 
several years. Funding for quantity production will begin in fiscal year 1959. 
Deliveries from production will begin in fise al year 1960, and some units will be 
equipped during fiscal year 1960. 

Mr. Becxer. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask a question. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Becker. 

Mr. Becker. What are we discussing here, military construction or 
weapons ¢ 

The Cuamman. Well—— 

Mr. Becker. The general is being asked questions with respect to 
military weapon development, and we are on military construction. 
I think the questions are proper, but we should have the proper in- 
dividual to answer them. 

The CHatrman. He answered all about the range. 

Go ahead, Mr. Bates. 

Mr. Bares. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CuarrmMan. One minute. 

Mr. Bares. Mr. Chairman, before we eliminate—if we are going to 
eliminate this one item, I would like to know—on this $171,000. I 
would like to know, is there anything else in here for Massachusetts ? 

Mr. Becker. Nothing for New York. 

General Suuter. | believe there is some family housing, Mr. Bates. 

Mr. Bares. Yes; but there is no money for it. 

The Cuamman. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Mr. Gavin. Would the gentleman yield ? 

Mr. Bares. I want to say that is about the usual amount. 

The CuHamrmMan. What? 

Mr. Bares. That is about our average amount. 

The CuamrmMan. Average amount, that is right. 

Mr. Bares. $171,000. 

The Cuarrman,. That is right. I am in that same class myself. 

Mr. Bares. You are all filled up there in Georgia. 
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Mr. Rivers. We are too close to Georgia, that is our trouble. 

The CuarrMan. Mr. Gavin is recognized. 

Mr. Gavin. I want to compliment ‘the Army. You are alert. You 
are sharp. And it is quite evident that you recognize the fact that 
ground forces are still a very active part of our defense system. 

So don’t let anybody try to calm you down on weapons or any- 
thing else, because the old foot soldier will be in there when the 
trouble breaks out. | Applause. | 

The Cuarman. The next item is Fort Dix, N. J 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman, I want to say this about General 
Shuler. 

The Cuatrman. Let’s get down to business. 

Mr. Rivers. He has as much information as anybody. He has 
quite a few decorations of his own. When he gets in executive ses- 
sion, he can give us any information we need. 

The Cuamman. That is right. 

Fort Dix 

Mr. Keviener. There is an unfunded item at Fort Devens, a gas 
transmission system. They were changing over last year from coal 
to gas. 

The Cuairman. Yes. 

Mr. Ketiener. The Army did not get the appropriation. The 
amount was $2,007,000. 

Mr. Gavin. How much ? 

Mr. Keviener. $2,007,000. 

Mr. Bares. They did not get the money for it ? 

Mr. Keviener. They did not get the appropri lations. 

Mr. Bares. Are they going to ‘ask for it this year ? 

Mr. Keiiener. Are you going to ask for the money this year, 
General ? 

General SHuter. We did not get the money, and I do not wish to 
imply that the Appropriations Committee has turned us down. 

I believe I can give the explanation without any embarrassment to 
anyone in the record. 

This was an item that this committee indicated to us was going to 
be deleted from our authorization. At that particular time we had 
to submit our funding plan to the Appropriations Committees. Nat- 
urally, we did not want to include an item in that funding plan that 
we thought we were going to lose for authorization, but rather some 
other item that would be authorized. 

When your committee and the Senate Armed Services Committee 
met in conference, sir, the project came out in the authorization bill. 
Therefore, we never did take it to the Appropriations Committee. So 
it is authorized and not approved by the Appropriations Committees 
and is not in this year’s funding plan to the Appropriations Com- 
mittee. 

Mr. Bares. Is there any prospect of getting it within the next 10 
years? [Laughter. |] 

General SHULER. May I say something off the record ? 

The Cuairman. I would like to say ‘this: You know the reason i 
was deleted ment time was because it was converted from coal to gas 
and we were apprehensive that it would destroy the coal industry of 
Pennsylvania if it was deleted—if it was constructed out of gas. So 
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the sympathy to the situation in Pennsylvania prompted this side of 
the House to agree. 
Mr. Bates. Weare lucky we still have a lot of wood to burn up there. 
The CHarrMAN. Without objection, the item is approved. 
The next item is Fort Dix, N. J. 
Mr. Kevueuer (reading). 


Fort Dix, New Jersey : Troop housing and utilities, $3,749,000. 


Page 48 in the book. 

The items: Enlisted men’s barracks without mess, $762,000; two 
barracks, $1,283,000; battalion mess building, $420,000; a battalion 
administration and supply building, $275,000; and administration and 
supply building, $116,000; a heating plant, $147,000; bachelor officers 
quarters—and it indicates men, actually it is nurses—$746,000; and 
702 family quarters, Capehart, that have been cleared by the com- 
mittee. There are 1,000 Wherry houses there now, 700 belonging to 
the Army, 300 to the Air Force, and negotiations are going on for 
their purchase at this time. 

General Suuter. Fort Dix, N. J.: First Army; installation located 
16 miles southeast of Trenton; initially occupied in 1917; designated 
“permanent.” 

Mission: To be responsible for the command, training, and opera- 
tions of, and to provide administrative logistical support of units 
and activities assigned or attached to Fort Dix. To provide adminis- 
trative and logistical support for other units, activities, and installa- 
tions as directed. To prepare plans and coordinate planning with 
other agencies as directed, to include air road, domestic emergency, 
civil defense, mobilization, and local defense plans. To provide the 
command and staff supervision over all activities and units assigned 
or attached to Fort Dix. To conduct basic training of male enlistees 
and inductees. To train certain specialists required by the Army. 

Total cost (based on price when acquired) , $66,697,444. 

Cost of improvements (permanent and other) , $64,569,100. 

Cost of land (32,635 acres) , $2,128,344. 

Present strength : Military, 24,846 ; civilian employees, 1,969. 

oy items requested for fiscal year 1959 authorization ($3,749,000 
total) : 

Enlisted men barracks without mess (medical detachment). 
‘Two enlisted men barracks (326-man). 

Battalion mess building. 

Battalion administration and supply building. 
Administration and supply building (two companies). 
Heating plant. 

Bachelor officers quarters. 

702 family quarters (Capehart). 

Detailed justification follows: 

Enlisted men barracks without mess (medical detachment) 
($762,000) : The new 500-bed hospital is scheduled for completion by 
March 1959. There are no barrack facilities, either permanent or 
temporary, situated in the vicinity of the new hospital to accommo- 
date enlisted personnel assigned to the medical company. ‘The exist- 
ing barrack facilities cannot be utilized after the activation of the 
new hospital, other than as a temporary expedient, because of the 
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impracticability of transporting three daily work shifts from the 
barracks to the hospital and back again every day of the year. The 
Post Transportation Section is not staffed to support this require- 
ment. Difficulties in providing adequately and timely transportation 
would have a deleterious effect on the morale of the men and the over- 
all operations of the hospital. The present eight medical company 
buildings will be retained for mobilization purposes and occupied by 
an activity other than the post medical service. 

Two enlisted men barracks (326-man) ($1,283,000) : This project 
is required to provide an increment of permanent housing for enlisted 
men assigned to this station for peacetime missions. 

Battalion mess building ($420,000) : This project is required to sup- 
port barracks in this program, which are a part of the permanent 
peacetime construction requirement. 

Battalion administration and supply building ($275,000): This 
project is required to support the barracks in this } program, which are 
a part of the peacetime construction requirements. 

Administration and supply building (2 companies) ($116,000) : 
This project is required to support the 326-man barracks in this 
program. 

Heating plant ($147,000): This item is required to supply heat 
and hot water for barracks, battalion mess, and battalion administra- 
tion and supply buildings in this program. 

Bachelors officers’ quarters, female $(746,000) : A permanent and 
adequate BOQ is required to house the female officers assigned to this 
installation. Project will be located in the area of the new permanent 
(500-bed) hospital currently under construction. Present need i 
being met by the utilization of 5 (HQ 24) MOB type nurses’ quarters 
and a converted temporary type building all built in 1941, located 
approximately a mile from the proposed new hospital area. Due to 
age and type of construction these buildings are difficult to heat in 
winter, intolerably hot in summer, and entirely lacking in private 
toilet facilities and other conveniences normally prov ided for female 
officers. The commanding general, Fort Dix, has declared existing 
quarters inadequate and substandard, and in order to maintain morale 
has authorized rental allowances to female officers assigned to the 
installation who prefer living off post rather than occupy existing 
quarters. Deferral of project will require that female officers either 
continue living in inadequate quarters on the post or find suitable 
living facilities off post that may require excessive travel to and from 
their work. Deferral of this project will adversely affect the already 
difficult problem of recruiting female officers for the Army. If this 
project is not completed concurrently with the hospital a shuttle bus 
will have to be maintained on a 24-hour basis with a standby vehicle 
for emergency calls. Current planning provides for completion of 
the hospital in January 1959. Existing female officers’ quarters will 
be retained for mobilization uses and to house personnel other than 
commissioned officers. 

Seven hundred and two family quarters (Capehart) ($0): This 
project is required to provide an increment of the permanent family 
housing facilities for officer and enlisted personnel assigned to this 
station. In addition to existing permanent facilities there are also 
582 substandard units located on the post of which 473 are currently 
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occupied. A total of 1,066 families of military personnel of Fort 
Dix are now housed in substandard or excess rental homes. The off- 
post housing situation in the area is critically short. The occupancy 
rate private housing within 17 miles is 98 to 99 percent on a year-round 
basis. Average monthly rental for unfurnished units excluding uti- 
lities is $60 to $150 for 1 to 4 bedrooms. Private housing in the Fort 
Dix area is competed for by : Civilians employed in local communities ; 
civilians and military employed at McGuire Air Force Base, Lake- 
hurst Naval Station; and military dependents of personnel shipped 
overseas. 
Number of units: 
Requested by Army: 702. 
Approved by OSD: 702. 
Estimated cost : $11,583,000. 
Authorization: Public Law 1020, 84th Congress. 
Current assets : 
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The construction of this project will enable the Department of the 
Army to provide 71 percent of the maximum gross housing require- 
ment based on the long-range troop forecast. 

The Cuarrman. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Mr. Bares. Mr. Chairman, what are we going to burn down here ? 

The Cuarman. Coal. 

The next one is Second Army area 

Mr. Ketiener. We have Fort Totten, Mr. Chairman. That is page 
50. Seventy-two family quarters that have been cleared and are under 
advertisement today, and 58 family quarters, Capehart, that are new. 

The Cuarrman. Now, those 58 must be justified when we reach that 
item in the bill. 

Mr. Keviener. Yes, sir. 

The CHarrman. Allright. 

Now, the next one is Carlisle Barracks. 

Mr. Ketieuer (reading) : 





Carlisle Barracks, Pennsylvania: “Hospital facilities, family housing, and reat 
estate,”’ $2,274,000. 

The items are: A hospital, 50 on 100 bed chassis for $1,920,000; 
family quarters, in this case appropriated fund quarters, Mr. Chair- 
man, for $1,080,000; and land acquisition, for $354,000. 

General Suuter. Carlisle Barracks, Pa.: Second Army; installa- 
tion located, Carlisle; initially occupied in 1776; designated “per- 
manent.” 











7154 


Mission: Provides for overall administration and operation of the 
Army War College and for the command, operations, training, ad- 
ministrative services and supply for units and activities located at 
Carlisle Barracks, Pa. Provides services and facilities to other in- 
stallations and activities as directed by higher headquarters. 

Total cost (based on price when acquired ) , $8,615,434. 

Cost of improvements (permanent and other), $8,560,770. 

Cost of land (1,213 acres) , $54,664. 

Present strength: Military, 968; Civilian employees, 345. 

Line items requested for fiscal year 1959 authorization ($2,274,- 
000 total) : 

Hospital, 50/100 bed, 50,000 square feet. 
Family quarters. 
Land acquisition. 

Detailed justification follows: 

Hospital 50/100 Bed—50,000 square feet ($1,920,000) : The present 
hospital serving this installation is a collection of buildings which 
have been erected over the past 48 years. The permanent part of 
this plant was built in 1908 and contains 14,770 square feet. With 
the event of World War II, it was necessary to expand this hospital 
by the construction of mobilization-type structures. As a result, a 
very inefficient hospital plant evolved, the administrative offices, ob- 
stetrical, outpatient, and laboratory facilities in the permanent build- 
ing. Bed space, dining facilities, X-ray, surgery, and the dental 
clinic are in one-story wood buildings of mobilization design sited 
across a main highway. Supply and service facilities are housed in 
wood buildings located approximately one-half mile from the re- 
mainder of the hospital. The dispersion of the various hospital ele- 
ments throughout the buildings noted above, is contributory to the 
inefficiency of this hospital plant. The permanent two-story build- 
ing has outlived its useful life, in that electrical, plumbing, and me- 
chanical systems were not designed for present-day load or service. 
Over 48 years, the requirements for various scientific or professional 
equipment has changed and this building was not designed for this 
equipment. As a result, many deficiencies in space or facility exists. 
Also, methods and procedures used in medical treatments have 
changed over the period of life of this building. This creates many 
problems and inefliciencies. 

The wood temporary buildings have long outlived their expected 
useful life. They were designed for mobilization use and do not have 
the finishes, appurtenances, or structural stability characteristic for 
long-range utilization. Also, these buildings are combustible and 
constitute a fire hazard. 

The permanent building is separated from the temporary struc- 
tures by a heavily traveled main highway. The buildings where 
patients are housed are located less than 40 yards from a main line 
of a railroad which has considerable freight traffic, thus creating a 
noise level that is highly detrimental to patients. Also, the cleanli- 
ness of the hospital due to fly ash is a constant problem due to lo- 
cation of the post central heating plant, which is approximately 150 
yards from hospital buildings. 

Based upon the local hospitalization rates, experience, and long- 
range strengths to be served (5,200), and the hospital-bed require- 
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ments of the other military services, in this area, the size has been 
determined. This hospital will provide hospitalization for all mili- 
tary personnel and their dependents, living in the Carlisle-Harris- 
burg area. 

The permanent building will be diverted to administrative use, 
while the temporary wood buildings will be demolished. 

The denial of this project would cause the continued use of a highly 
unsatisfactory facility which is both inefficient and costly to operate. 
Also, it will not allow the consolidation and joint utilization of fa- 
cilities as proposed by the Department of Defense; therefore, the 
benefit and economies in materials and personnel, cannot be effected. 

Family quarters ($1,080,000) (prior authorization): All existing 
station and Wherry housing units are filled to capacity. Of the ex- 
isting housing available, 36 sets are of semipermanent-type con- 
struction and are occupied by NCO’s. Colonels and lieutenant 
colonels now occupy 52 of the Wherry housing units which are of 
inadequate size for senior officers. The construction of the requested 
senior officer quarters will permit the releasing of the 52 Wherry 
units for use by NCO’s ant the disposal of the 386 semipermanent 
units. The permanent strength includes 200 students. These stu- 
dents are all senior officers and are on permanent change of station 
basis while attending the Army War College. 

Number of Units: 

Requested by Army: 36. 

Approved by OSD: 36. 

Estimated cost: $1,080,000. 

Authorization: Public Law 161, 84th Congress. 

Current assets : 
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The construction of this project will enable the Department of the 
Army to provide 89 percent of the maximum gross housing require- 
ments based on the long-range troop forecast. 

Land acquisition ($354,000): The acquisition of land is necessary 
to provide the site for the proposed construction of additional units 
of officer family quarters, station hospital, nurses quarters, and chapel. 
This particular land was selected to insure a suitable location for new 
construction which will reduce runs of utility lines, place the new 
facilities within easy reach of the central post, and reduce interior 
post transportation costs. It is imperative that this land be acquired 
at the earliest practicable date in order to insure that the orderly and 
logical program for construction of additional facilities at this station 
may progress, and to obviate the necessity for numerous condemna- 
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tion actions which will eventually be required if small parcels of the 
land continue to be sold or leased by the present owners. Small road- 
side shops such as auto repair shops, tire repair shops, and used car 
sales lots are now moving in on this land. Further, located on the 
Barnitz estate is a dw elling which can be converted to four family 
housing units. 

Mr. Keviener. I want to point out that the land here will cost about 
$7,000 an acre. 

Mr. Bares. $7,000 an acre, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Now, let’s get a little information on that, Gen- 
eral. What have you to say about the acquisition of—how many 
acres of land there? 

Mr. Keiitener. Almost 50. 

General Suuter. 49.97. 

The Cuatrman. 49 acres, costing $7,000 an acre. 

General Suuter. The acquisition of this land is necessary to pro- 
vide the site for the proposed construction of the additional units of 
family housing requested in this bill, the station hospital in this bill, 
and future nurses quarters and a chapel. 

This particular land, sir, is between—if any of you have been to 
Carlisle—the main highw ay and the post proper, and adjacent to the 
entrance road. : 

At the present time there are such things as a tire repair shop, a car 
repair agency, and a used car lot, building up along the highway, 
right at the entrance to Carlisle Barracks. 

In addition to that, we propose, if this is granted, sir, to give up, 
release, farm No. 1, which is presently a part of Carlisle Barracks, 
65.10 acres, so the net is giving up of some acres of land at Carlisle 
Barracks. 

The reason we cannot use farm No. 1 is because it is off to the side 
and the utility runs would be prohibitive in cost, sir, to locate these 
facilities there. 

So, for two reasons: We would like to preserve the entrance to 
Carlisle Barracks, and we would like to get a better location for these 
new facilities to make a more compact post, sir. 

Mr. Gavin. It isa very congested area. 

General Suuter. Yes, sir, that is right. 

Mr. Bares. Mr. Chairman, I wonder if we could get the gentleman, 
Mr. Gavin, and Mr. Byrne to go up there and investigate it, so we 
can have an unprejudic ed report on that matter ? 

The CuHarrmMan. Sorry, I can’t agree with you that would be un- 
prejudiced. But we will approve it for the time being. 

Mr. Harpy. One minute, Mr. Chairman. Let me ask one question. 

The CuarrMan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. On this 49.9 acres, is that going to be used exclusively 
for the new housing that is to be construc ted 2 

General Suuter. The 49.97 acres, sir, is going to be used for the 
family housing, the new hospital, and a future request for a nurses 
bachelor officers quarters and a chapel. 

In other words, they are sited on this land in the proposed master 
plan for the future development of this station. 

The Cuarrman. I wouldn’t say, knowing the values of property 
around great industrial centers and right in prominent communities— 
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it is high value for a man to pay to try to farm up, but nevertheless 
land costs more than $7,000 an acre for subdivisions and things like 
that. It is running up. There is no question about the fact that 
more people are born but not more land is born. 

Mr. Harpy. In here you have your family quarters. Is this new 
hospital that is in here to go on this piece of land also? 

onan ‘al Suuxer. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Without objection, the item is approved. 

[ Chorus of “Mr. Chairman.” | 

Mr. Becxer. Mr. Chairman. 

The CHarrMan. Just one question. 

Mr. Becker. One question, Mr. Chairman. 

On this administrative building at Detroit where you are getting 
back money. Here you are giving up 65 acres, you said. 

General Suuter. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Becker. Where is that going to be reflected? Is it going to be 
income back to the Government for that land, or what ? 

General Suuter. We estimate, sir, a figure of $158,500 that that 
Jand would bring. As I understand it, it would be turned over to the 
General Services Administration, and if they can’t find another use 
for it, the money would go into the United States Treasury, on the sale. 

Mr. Harpy. What is on that land now ? 

General Suuter. That is a farm, sir. There is just one little house 
on it and a skeet-shooting range. That is essentially all that is on it. 

Mr. Becker. Mr. Chairman, I just want to pursue this question. 
During all this time that land has not been used by the Army, but 
has been used as a farm ? 

General Suuter. That is right. It is called farm No. 1, sir, and 
there are no buildings on it and no use by Carlisle Barracks. 

Mr. Becker. And that land has been out of the tax rolls of com- 
munities for quite a long time? 

General Suuter. I would say so, but retained for future construc- 
tion. 

The Cnatrman. Without objection, that item is approved. 

The next item is Fort Knox, Ky. 

Mr. Ke_iener (reading) : 

Fort Knox, Kentucky: Operational and training facilities, and utilities, 
$516,000. 

It is page 54 in the book. 


The items are: Two trainfire ranges. 

General Suuter. Fort Knox, Ky. : : Second Army; installation lo- 
cated 29 miles southwest of Louisville; initially occupied in 1918; 
designated “permanent.” 

Mission: Current: Armored school; school troops; United States 
of America Board No. 2, United States Army training center, arm- 
ored; nondivisional units; United States of America research unit 
No. 1; United States of America medical research; United States 
Army hospital; Army maintenance board; support of civilian com- 
ponents; summer training; reception center ; logistical assistance and 
protection gold depository. Peacetime: Armored school; school 
troops; United States of America Board No. 2; Army medical re- 
search laboratory; human research unit No. 1; Army maintenance 
board; United States Army hospital; Nondivisional armor units ; 
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United States Army training center, armored; miscellaneous station 
complement units; support of civilian components; summer training; 
reception center; logistical assistance and protection gold depository. 

Total cost (based on price when acquired ) , $113,090,391. 

Cost of improvements (permanent and other), $106,840,588. 

Cost of land (109,088 acres) , $6,249,803. 

Present strength: Military, 29,047; civilian employees, 3,692. 

Line items requested for fiscal year 1959 authorization ($16,000 
total) : 

Two trainfire I ranges. 
Central heating plant, ordnance shops. 

Detailed justification follows: 

Two trainfire I ranges ($157,000): Trainfire I has been adopted 
as the new basic rifle course by the Army. This project will pro- 
vide part of the essential training facilities required for rifle instruc- 
tion based on this new training concept. Facilities which are out- 
moded by trainfire I are currently being utilized. 

Central heating plant, ordnance shops ($359,000) : This item is re- 
quired to provide heat for ordnance shops including a general pur- 
pose vehicle shop, an armament shop, 2 warehouses, and provision for 
1 machine metal working shop, 1 allied trades shop, 1 administration 
and instrument repair building, and 1 combined signal maintenance 
shop and warehouse. Item is to provide heating for all facilities 
planned for the ordnance area with initial connection to facilities 
provided in fiscal year 1958 program. Required to heat shops in- 
cluded in fiscal year 1958 and future buildings. No facility of this 
type exists in area. Unless this facility is provided, each building 
authorized and erected will have to be provided with an individual 
plant. Providing central heating plant will reduce operating per- 
sonnel for heating activities by 75 percent, since a sufficient supply 
of natural gas is not available to change type of fuel from coal to gas. 

The Cuarrman. Without objection, the item is approved. 

The next is Fort Meade, Md. 

Mr. Kei.ener (reading) : 


Fort Meade, Maryland: Operational and training facilities, $498,000. 


The items are airfield paving and facilities, $282,000. Aircraft 
fuel storage and dispensing, $68,000. Airfield lighting, $50,000. And 
a Trainfire range for $98,000. 

General Suuter. Fort George G. Meade, Md.: Second Army; in- 
stallation located 18 miles south of Baltimore; initially occupied in 
1917; designated “permanent.” 

Mission: Provide for the command operations, training, adminis- 
tration, services, and supply and logistical support for the headquar- 
ters, Second United States Army, National Security Agency, ROTC, 
USAR, summer training, Finance and Accounting Office, 2d Anti- 
aircraft Regional Command, 2d Armored Cavalry Regiment, Army 
Signal Air Defense Engineering Agency, Second United States Army 
Field Maintenance and other field maintenance facilities supporting 
the Second United States Army Area. 

Total cost (based on price when acquired) , $58,211,938. 

Cost of improvements (permanent and other) , $56,800,476. 

Cost of land (13,565 acres) , $1,411,462. 

Present strength: Military, 11,668; civilian employees, 10,116. 
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Line items requested for fiscal year 1959 authorization ($498,000 
total) : 

Airfield paving and facilities (FW). 
Aircraft fuel storage and dispensing. 
Airfield lighting (FW). 

Trainfire f range. 

Detailed justification follows: 

Airfield paving and facilities ($282,000) : Item is required to pro- 
vide a parallel taxiway and two engine runup areas, and to complete 
the aircraft parking apron at this field. Minimum operational pav- 
ing requirements were provided by a prior program. If item is not 
provided, pilots will have to make pretakeoff cae checks on the 
parking apron and use the runway as a taxiway. This apron will 
provide the remainder of required parking area for the 28 assigned 
aircraft and will complete construction in the vicinity of field opera- 
tions, permitting stabilization of shoulders and grassing of the area 
for protection of aircraft. 

Aircraft fuel storage and dispensing ($68,000): Aircraft fuel 
storage and dispensing facilities are required to complete the Army 
airfield. At the present time fuel tank trucks must transport fuel 
in from distant POL supply points. When this item is provided, 
fuel will be brought in by railroad tank car and stored at the field, 
equipment rental will be eliminated, and $15,000 per year will be 
saved. If item is not provided, fuel will continue to be trucked in 
at high cost. 

Airfield Lighting (FW) ($50,000) : Item is required to light taxi- 
ways included in this program. If this item is not provided, the 
parallel taxiway in this program will not be usable at night; night 
traffic will be handled at a slower rate; and night operations will be 
more hazardous. 

Trainfire I range ($98,000): Trainfire I has been adopted as the 
new basic rifle course by the Army. This project will provide part of 
the essential training facilites required for rifle instruction based on 
this new training concept. Facilities which are outmoded by Train- 
fire [ are currently being utilized. 

Mr. Rivers. Without objection. 

The CHamman. Without objection, the item is approved. 

The next is Fort Ritchie. 

Mr. Ketiruer (reading) : 


Fort Ritchie, Maryland: Supply facilities, $43,000. 


The item is an ammunition storage igloo. 

General Suuter. Fort Ritchie, Md.: Second Army; installation 
located 8 miles southeast of Waynesboro; initially occupied in 1951; 
designated “permanent.” 

Mission: Provides for command, operations, training, administra- 
tion, security, supply, and other services for units and activities lo- 
cated at Fort Ritchie. 

Total cost (based on price when acquired), $4,054,236. 

Cost of improvements (permanent and other), $1,559,317. 

Cost of land (1,312 acres) , $2,494,919. 

Present strength: Military, 652: civilian employees, 215. 

Line item requested for fiscal year 1959 authorization ($43,000 
total) : Ammunition storage igloo. 
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Detailed justification follows: 

Ammunition storage igloo ($43,000) : This new structure is neces- 
sary to provide adequate storage for ammunition required to support 
the installation mission. Buildings presently being utilized for 
this function are situated in an area where Capehart family housing 
is currently being constructed. In addition, these existing storage 

facilities are within an unsafe distance from private homes located 

adjacent to the installation. The present facilities utilized by this 
installation were not designed to accommodate the types of ammuni- 
tion required to be stored therein. In addition, these buildings, and 
the location thereof, do not meet the requirements of the Ordnance 
safety manuals and regulations. 

The Cu AIRMAN. W ithout objection, the item is approved. 

The next is Third Army area. 

Mr. Keviiener (reading) : 

Fort Benning, Georgia: Operational and training facilities, maintenance facili- 
ties, administrative facilities, troop housing, and family housing, $4,189,000. 

General Suuter. Fort Benning, Ga.-Ala.: Third Army; installa- 
tion located 8 miles southwest of Columbus; initially occupied in 1919; 
designated “permanent.” 

Mission: Development of leadership in all ranks; instruction of 
Infantry officers in standardized techniques and tactics; training of 
officers for staff duty—up to and including regimental combat team ; 
instructing, testing, qualifying enlisted men and officers in airborne 
techniques and tactics. To furnish administrative and logistical sup- 
port to an Infantry division. 

Total cost (based on price when acquired ) , $104,485,309. 

Cost of improvements (permanent and other ) , $99,523,653. 

Cost of land (182,764 acres), $4, 961 656. 

Present strength: Milit: ary, 34,2 237; civilian employ ees, 3.085. 

Line items requested for fiscal year 1959 authorization: ($4,189,000 
total) : 

Taxiway (FW). 

Aircraft parking areas (RW). 

Access aprons and facilities (RW). 

Taxiway lighting (FW) (Lawson Army Airfield). 
Two unit operations buildings (RW) 

Flight simulater building (Lawson Army Airfield). 
Hangar with shop ( (RW). 

Four motor- -repair shops (2 motor parks). 

Two regimental headquarters buildings. 

Field office and change house. 

Twenty-five family quarters. 

Enlisted men’s barracks (263-man) without mess (medical). 
Bachelor officers’ quarters. 

Detailed justification follows : 

Taxiway (FW) ($244,000) : This taxiway is an extension of a taxi- 
way which parallels the principal instrument runway. The present 
taxiway, built in 1951 was not completed to entire length. This ex- 
tension is required (1) to increase efficiency of operations, (2) to make 
land to the northeast available for siting of helicopter facilities, and 
(3) to separate fixed-wing (including Air Force troop carr ier) air- 

craft from helicopter oper ‘ations. A parking apron is now being used 
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for taxiway. This parking apron will be released for urgently needed 
aircraft parking. If this taxiway is not provided, operations on the 
field will continue to be inefficient, and areas needed for parking will 
not be released. 

Aircraft parking area (RW) ($494,00) : Needed to provide paved 
hardstand to park helicopters of 1 light and 1 medium transport heli- 
copter companies and to park aircraft awaiting field maintenance. 
Two hangars for the field maintenance shop unit are authorized in the 
fiscal year 1958 MCA program. At present, many aircraft must be 
parked on the sod because of the shortage of paved apron. If this 
item is not provided, maintenance problems caused by parking in 
muddy and dusty areas will continue to hamper operations. 

Access aprons and facilities (RW) ($324,000) : Paved access aprons 
are required to support the hangar with shops in this program for 
maintenance of helicopters assigned to one medium transport helicop- 
ter Company. This apron will provide all-weather, dust-free access 
from the aircraft parking area to both end doors of the aircraft hangar. 
Treated shoulders are required around the aprons to prevent dirt and 
gravel from damaging aircraft engines. Washing facilities are 
needed to clean the helicopters for maintenance inspection and flying 
efficiency. 

Taxiway lighting (FW) (Lawson Army Airfield) ($150,000) : 
Item is required to provide adequately lighted taxiways for night op- 
eration at Lawson Army Airfield. This airfield is used for night 
operation, and there are as many as 800 landings and takeoffs during 
the hours of darkness in a calendar month. Many of these flights 
have high-ranking officers or civilians aboard, and it is considered an 
unsatisfactory condition to employ baton lights to guide these planes 
to and from parking areas. In the past it has been extremely difficult 
and hazardous to direct aircraft from parking areas to runways «fter 
dark. When landing in certain directions, it is necessary to taxi 
along an unlighted taxiway for a considerable distance. This is 
definitely and accident potential. The landing lights of an aircraft 
are designed so that it is impossible to use them for any length of time 
except when actually landing the aircraft due to the extreme heat 
generated by the landing lights. <A certain amount of airflow is re- 
quired to keep them cool and when the aircraft is taxiing there is 
insufficient airflow to keep them cooled, thus causing them to burn out 
very quickly. 

Two unit operations buildings (RW) ($195,000) : These items are 
required to provide facilities for the operational functions of 1 light 
and 1 medium transport helicopter companies. Existing facilities 
consist of two temporary-type buildings which are too small to permit 
efficient operational functions, and which will be demolished upon com- 
pletion of this project. If project is not provided, briefing, alert, 
parachute issue, Hight operations, and other essential operational func- 
tions will be required to continue to be performed in the existing 
crowded temporary buildings. 

Flight simulator building (Lawson Army Airfield) ($152,000) : 
Needed to provide permanent space for 12 Link trainers, briefing and 
classroom space for 100 persons and administrative space for 25 per- 
sons. There are 300 assigned aviators and an average of 25 additional 
aviators attached or attending school, all requiring flight simulator 
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training. There is no permanent structure available for this facility 
and the only temporary structures available are located at some dis- 
tance from the flying field and center of operations. Existing facili- 
ties will be returned to post upon completion of this item. Failure 
to provide this project will require continued inefficient training opera- 
tions with inadequate facilities. 

Hangar with shop (RW) ($651,000) : Needed to provide authorized 
hangar and shop space for maintenance of 18 helicopters assigned to 
one medium transport helicopter company. There is an acute shortage 
of aircraft hangar and shop space at Lawson Army Airfield. At the 
present time there are 2 permanent hangars of 30,750 and 10,624 
square feet ; 1 semipermanent Butler hangar of 23,919 square feet; and 
approximately 10,000 square feet of shop space in a temporary frame 
building. Two helicopter companies, one fixed-wing company, a divi- 
sion aviation company, a brigade aviation company, and 34 miscel- 
laneous aircraft in Lawson Army Airfield Command are squeezed 
into these facilities. Two hangars with shops totaling 71,252 square 
feet, authorized in fiscal year 1958 MCA program, will provide facili- 
ties for field maintenace. Existing facilities will be continued in op- 
eration until all permanent facilities are provided. If the hangar 
in this project is not provided, the aviation units at Fort Benning 
will continue to perform organizational maintenance in overcrowded 
hangars and shops, and in the open. 

Four motor repair shops (2 motor parks) ($353,000) : To provide 
adequate permanent facilities for the proper maintenance and repair 
of organizational vehicles and equipment assigned to the troop units 
billeted at the new Kelley Hill permanent housing development, of 
which eight 263-man barracks have been completed and eight 326-man 
barracks are currently under construction. The requested facilities 
will complete the two regimental motor parks required to support 
these barracks. 

Two regimental headquarters buildings ($328,000) : Needed to pro- 
vide adequate facilities for administration at regimental level for the 
entirely new Kelley Hill permanent troop housing development, of 
which eight 263-man barracks have been completed and eight 326-man 
barracks are currently under construction. With the completion of 
present construction, two regiments will be housed in this develop- 
ment, and there are no existing buildings that can be utilized for 
regimental headquarters. With the relative remoteness of Kelley Hill 
from the established areas of the reservation, the location of this 
facility several miles distant in another area would be entirely im- 
practical. The only alternative would be to divert troop housing space 
to this use. If this project is eliminated, the full potential of the new 
housing area will not be realized, and encroachment on troop spaces 
with makeshift administrative facilities will result in inefficiency of 
operation. Existing MOB facilities to be retained for troop mobiliza- 
tion purpose. 

Field office and change house ($54,000) : This project is required to 
prow administrative space adjacent to post magazines for joint use 
»y ordnance ammunition section, the 3d Division and the Infantry 
School, thereby replacing existing temporary-type buildings con- 
structed in 1943. Under present space assignments there is no place 
for any of the operating sections to conduct business with the using 
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units other than in the administrative sections. This creates excessive 
confusion and reduces the efficiency of all sections. These temporary 
buildings have reached the end of their economic usability, require 
excessive maintenance, and will be demolished upon completion of 
the project. Since currently utilized buildings are in poor condition 
due to normal deterioration, extensive and continuing repairs will be 
required to keep them in passably usable condition. In event they 
deteriorate beyond justifiable repair, the activities of the ammunition 
section will have to be transferred away from the magazine area since 
there is no other available space nearby. 
Twenty-five family Quarters ($605,000) (prior authorization) : This 
project is required to provide family quarters for eligible officers 
assigned to this station. There are insufficient family quarters of any 
type to meet requirements for permanent operations and due to the 
average cost limitation under provisions of the Capehart amend- 
ment, it is not feasible to construct permanent type Capehart quarters 
for senior grade officers. Elimination of this project will result in the 
post having insufficient family quarters to meet the requirements. 
Number of units: 
Requested by Army: 25. 
Approved by OSD: 25. 
Estimated cost : $605,000. 
Authorization: Public Law 161, 84th Congress. 
Current assets: 
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Requirements (based on long-range troop strength) : 

Officers ‘and upper grade enlisted men... ..... Lee LL 8, 314 
MOWSr STRUAC COMNSICOL oekaki SUL haan eee bil 1, 812 


Essential civilians 





The construction of this project will enable the Department of the 
Army to provide 69 percent of the maximum gross housing require- 
ment based on the long-range troop forecast. 

Enlisted men’s barracks (263-man) without mess (medical) 
($584,000) : Item is required to provide permanent troop housing for 
medical enlisted personnel required for the operation of the new 500- 
bed permanent hospital currently under construction at the entirely 
new Houston Hill Taipttel site, approximately 1.5 miles east of the 
existing old permanent hospital on the main post. No existing struc- 
ture will have to be removed. Existing facilities consist of a perma- 
nent medical detachment barracks, with a capacity of 152 spaces 
located at the old permanent hospital. The existing facilities will be 
diverted to other approved usage to satisfy requirements of the in- 
stallation construction program which have not been provided for in 
new permanent construction. The need for the new facilities will 
arise upon completion of the new hospital, scheduled for May 1958. 
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Existing facilities, if utilized, would lack capacity in addition to being 
too far removed from the new hospital. 

Bachelor officers’ quarters ($660,000) : This project is required to 
»rovide permanent BOQ space for nurses on the staff of the 500- 
ed hospital currently under construction at new Houston Hill site, 

east of main post. Existing facilities consist of 28 permanent spaces 
located at old permanent hospital with other spaces being in mobiliza- 
tion-ty pe buildings in the cantonment hospital area, all on the main 
post. E limination of this project would require nurses to be billeted 
so far away from hospital that transportation would be required with 
resultant time loss and nonavailability for emergency duty. Existing 
facilities will be continued in use to meet overall BOQ demand until 
sufficient permanent facilities are provided. 

The Cuarrman. Any questions on that item ? 

Mr. Gavry. I thought maybe Mr. Hardy wanted to discuss the 
troop housing and the family housing. 

Mr. Bares. That isa pretty full page there. 

Mr. Harpy. I would like to, but I don’t think I have the time. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that the record 
include South Carolina in that area. 

The CuarrMan. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Fort Bragg is the next one. 

Mr. Keviener. (reading) : 

Fort Bragg, North Carolina. Operational and training facilities, and mainte- 
nance facilities, $1,122,000. 

General Suuter. Fort Bragg, N. C.; Third Army; installation 
located 10 miles northwest of Fayetteville; initially occupied in 1918; 
designated “Permanent.” 

Mission: Tactical training of an airborne division, air transporta- 
tion (helicopter) units, an airborne corps headquarters (XVIII Air- 
borne Corps) and special warfare (the special warfare center). 
Testing of airborne material (United States Army Airborne and 
Electronics Board). 

Total cost. (based on price when acquired ) , $94,657,466. 

Cost of improvements (permanent and other), $91,391,307. 

Cost of land (130,788 acres) , $3,266,159. 

Present strength: Military, 27,455: civilian employees, 2,409. 

Line items requested for fiscal year 1959 authorization ($1,122,000 
total) : 

Aircraft fuel storage and dispensing. 

Airfield lighting system. 

Unit operations building (RW). 

Unit operations building (Division Aviation). 

Flight simulator building. 

Three trainfire I ranges. 

Two battalion motor repair shops and facilities. 
Hardstand for two battalion motor park. 

Ammunition surveillance workshop. 

Three hundred sixty-seven family quarters (Capehart). 

Detailed justification follows: 

Aircraft fuel storage and dispensing ($48,000): This item is re- 
quired to provide immediate backup storage of three types of aviation 
gasoline. 80 octane is required for L-19 and L-126 fixed wing air- 
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craft; 91/96 octane is required for L-20 fixed wing aircraft and H-13 
helicopters; and 100/130 octane is required for H-21 and H-23 heli- 
copters. Present quarterly allocations of such fuels are: 80 octane, 
29,410 gallons; 91/96 octane, 27,825 gallons; and 100/130 octane, 
113,100 gallons. There is at the Army airfield at Fort Bragg 1 
25,000-gallon underground storage tank which holds a 12-day supply 
of 100/130 octane gasoline. Gasoline for other types of aircraft 
must be trucked in daily from post supplies located 6 miles away. 
This hauling is accomplished in one 1,200 gallon 3-compartment tank 
and one 2,000 gallon 2-compartment truck. Provision of this item 
will permit delivery of fuel directly from vendor to the airfield, and 
will eliminate one extra handling of the fuel, and will provide an ade- 
quate supply at the airfield at all times. Deferment of the item will 
necessitate continuance of present operations. 

Airfield lighting system ($97,000) : This item is required to provide 
illumination for an existing hard surfaced runway at a base Army 
airfield from which approximately 100 aircraft continually operate. 
Some 3,000 flights per month originate from this airfield, of which 30 
percent require the use of runway lights. Present equipment consists 
of portions of three portable lighting kits, normally used for temporary 
tactical operations. The lightweight fixtures are easily blown over 
by the helicopter rotor blades and the worn electric wiring, which must 
remain on the surface, are continually shorting out, throwing portions 
of the runway into darkness when they are most needed. Deferment 
of this item will necessitate continued use of a patchwork, temporary 
system which is unreliable and which, because of low-light intensity, 
is not visible for suitable distances or from high altitudes. " 

Unit operations building (RW) ($89,000): This item is required 
to provide a pilots briefing room where flights are charted and where 
current information on flight conditions and flight regulations may be 
disseminated, and personnel records for the 115 men in the helicopter 
company may be maintained. These activities are currently housed in 
a frame structure with less than 500 square feet which was built from 
scrap lumber by the troops and which is without water or sanitary 
facilities and which is heated by a coal stove. This frame building 
must continue in use until a permanent structure is provided since 
there is no other temporary or permanent structure in the vicinity 
of the airfield which could house administrative activities. Upon pro- 
vision of a permanent building, the present temporary building will be 
razed since the materials are not worth salvage. 

Unit operations building (Division Aviation) ($95,000) : This item 
is required to provide a pilots briefing room where flights are charted 
and where current information on flight conditions and flight regula- 
tions may be disseminated, and space where flight records, aircraft 
maintenance records, and personnel records for the 108 men in the avia- 
tion company of the 82d Airborne Division may be maintained. There 
is no structure at the airfield in which the aviation company adminis- 
trative activities may be housed and it has been necessary to divert 
barracks space to this use. The barracks are located over 7 miles 
from the airfield, which requires many miles travel per day between 
the 2 areas in order to issue instructions to pilots, mechanics, et cetera, 
and to keep flight logs, personnel, and aircraft maintenance records, 
et.cetera. Deferment of this item will necessitate continued diversion 
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of permanent barracks space to administrative use, will continue the 
costly travel between the 2 areas and, will continue the waste of time 
of military personnel traveling between the 2 areas. Existing facil- 
ities will revert to barracks spaces. 

Flight simulator building ($111,000) : This item is required to fur- 
nish instrument flight instruction for 192 pilots. It will provide space 
for 8 flight simulators; a briefing room for 70 pilots which, with fold- 
ing partition, can be divided into 2 classrooms; and office space for 8 
instructors and 3 administrative personnel. Four flight simulators, 
which meet only 50 percent of current and peacetime requirements, and 
a portion of administration are now housed in a 2,025 square feet tem- 
porary messhall. Classrooms and records administration are housed 
in a 64-man temporary barracks. These buildings are on the main 
post, 6 miles from the airfield where aircraft, tools, aircraft records, 
et cetera, required for instrument instruction are maintained. The 
requested facility will allow installation of 4 additional flight simu- 
lators to meet current and planned requirements (1 for each 25 pilots) 
and will permit all activities concerned with mandatory instruction of 
Army aviators to be consolidated in a single structure at the airfield. 
The temporary buildings now used will “be placed on standby for 
emergency use. Defer ment of this item will require continued use of 
split facilities with attendant time loss and increased mileage require- 
ments. 

Three trainfire I ranges ($220,000) : Trainfire I has been adopted as 
the new basic rifle course by the Army. This project will provide for 
essential training facilities required for rifle instruction based on this 
new training concept. Facilities which are outmoded by trainfire I 
are currently being utilized. 

Two battalion motor repair shops and facilities ($290,000): This 
project is required to provide vehicle maintenance facilities to support 
the two battalions for which permanent barracks are now under con- 
struction. Existing facilities are of the temporary type located in 
the Reserve training area, and will be placed in standby for National 
Guard and Army Reserve summer training. Failure to provide this 
item will require continued use of temporary facilities over 5 miles 
distant from the new permanent barracks area. 

Hardstand for 2 battalion motor pee ($70,000) : This hardstand is 
required for parking approximately 275 vehicles assigned to two bat- 
talions for whom permanent barrac ks hensing is now under construc- 
tion. The requested space is based on providing 7 (5 square yards per 
vehicle which includes space for the parking of vehicles, roads for 
circulation, and service aprons for maintenance activities. When va- 
cated, existing temporary facilities in the Reserve training center area 
will be placed on standby status for National Guard and Organized 
Reserve Corps summer training. 

Ammunition surveillance workshop ($107,000) : The ammunition 
surveillance workshop is required for inspection of all types of ammu- 
nition and explosives received at this installation from outside sources, 
and for inspection of ammunition and explosives returned by using 
units, to determine if items are safe for storage and serviceable for 
reissue. Additional requirements are for a safe working space for 
annual inspection of ammunition and explosives in storage fora period 
of a year or longer to determine serviceability and rate of deteriora- 
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tion. Normal maintenance and modification of ammunition such as 
disassembly, re-fusing, adding serviceable cartridge cases, primers, and 
powder, repainting would also be accomplished in this building. The 
only facility at present consists of a tent with an improvised wooden 
frame, wooden floor, and doors. This is a fire hazard and not in ac- 
cord with safety practices. No heat, due to flammable nature of the 
present facility, can be furnished and the inspectors are subjected to 
unnecessary hardships. If the ammunition surveillance workshop 
is not approved, infraction of safety regulations, inadequate working 
space, lowering of morale, and poor quality of work produced will 
continue. 

Three hundred sixty-seven family quarters (Capehart ) ($0): This 
project is required to provide permanent family housing for 367 of the 
1,544 company grade officers authorized family quarters at this station. 
Because of a shortage of company grade quarters, recently completed 
Capehart noncommissioned officers quarters were diverted to company 
officer use and the noncommissioned officers continue to occupy sub- 
standard quarters in mobilization-type buildings in three areas of the 
post. Company grade officers are assigned to Wherry units which 
have from 61 to 71 percent of the 1,250 square feet authorized for them. 
Authorization of this project will permit assignment of noncommis- 
sioned officers to Wherry housing where the net floor area is within 
from 71 to 82 percent of the 1,080 square feet authorized for them; and 
will result in a more equitable distribution of available family quar- 
ters, providing housing for 56 percent of the field grade officers, 51 
percent of the company grade officers, and 92 percent of the noncom- 
missioned officers. In addition to existing permanent facilities there 
are also 645 substandard units located on the post which are currently 
occupied. 

Number of units: 

Requested by Army : 367. 

Approved by OSD: 367. 

Estimated cost : $6,055,500. 

Authorization : Public Law 1020, 84th Congress. 
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The construction of this project will enable the Department of the 
Army to provide 83 percent of the maximum gross housing require- 
ment based on the long-range troop forecast. 

The Cuarman. Without objection, the item is approved. 

The next is Fort Campbell, Ky. 


20066—58—No. 86-10 








7168 


Mr. Ke.euer (reading) : 

Fort Campbell, Kentucky: Operational and training facilities, maintenance 
facilities, medical facilities, and administrative facilities, $847,000. 

General SHuter. Fort Campbell, Ky.-Tenn.: Third Army; installa- 
tion located 8 miles southeast of Clarksville; initially occupied i in 1942; 
designated “permanent.” 

Mission : Principal mission is basic and technical training of airborne 
division, engineer group, and other nondivision units, including para- 
chute landing (equipment and personnel) and weapons firing stations. 

Total cost (based on price when acquired ) , $90,889,116. 

Cost of improvements (permanent and other) , $86 657,33! ). 

Cost of land (102,048 acres) , $4,231, 777. 

Present strength : Military, 16,675 ; civilian employees, 1,643. 

Line items requested for fiscal year 1959 authorization ($847,000 
total) : ° 

Two trainfire I ranges. 

Motor repair shop. 

Dental clinic, 28-chair. 

Battalion headquarters building. 

Eight hundred thirty-seven family quarters (Capehart). 

Detailed justification follows: 

Two trainfire I ranges ($183,000) : Trainfire I has been adopted as 
the basic rifle course by the Army. This project will provide for 
essential training facilities required for rifle instruction based on this 

new training concept. Facilities which are outmoded by trainfire I 
are currently being utilized. 

Motor repair shop ($112,000): Item is required to provide unit 
maintenance and repair facilities for approximately 125 vehicles, and 
will be utilized in conjunction with recently constructed motor park 
hardstand. The need for this item is presently being met by over- 
crowding of existing permanent shops and by use of mobilization- type 
buildings. The utilization of existing mobilization-type shops re- 
quires a round trip of 5 miles for es ach vehicle served. These build- 
ings are scheduled for demolition to make room for future permanent 
construction. Deferment of this item will cause a continued loss of 
vehicle and driver time, fuel and oil for the servicing of an estimated 
125 vehicles at an annual cost of approxim: utely $7 ,00 0. 

Dental clinic, 28-chair ($502,000) : Project is required to provide 
dental care for military perosnnel in the new permanent troop housing 
area. Need is now being met by use of 2 mobilization type clinics (14,- 
500 square feet) constructed in 1942 and in need of major repairs. 
The main clinic building, containing laboratory facilities, is to be razed 
upon completion of project, to clear area for future permanent post 
headquarters building. This clinic is located some 2 miles from 
permanent troop housing area. Deferment of project will require 
continued use of existing mobilization type clinics, thus increasing 
maintenance costs, preventing orderly dev elopment of master plan and, 
because of distance from troop housing area, require needless lost time 
for personnel to receive dental care. 

Battalion !} zadquarters building ($50,000) : Project required to pro- 
vide facilities for administrative supply and command functions for 
one battalion of troops in a new barracks area. Existing facilities 
in mobilization type buildings, built in 1942, are located too far away 
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(approximately 1 mile) from new barracks area for utilization, and 
the majority of these buildings are in need of major repairs. The 
worst in excess of possible future needs are to be razed, as the new 
buildings are completed, to save maintenance costs and to clear areas 
for future construction. The need for additional battalion head- 
quarters is being met by using troop space in the new barracks. 
Deferment of project will necessitate continued use of this space 
needed for troop housing. 

Eight hundred thirty-seven family quarters (Capehart) ($0) : This 

roject is required to provide an increment of the permanent family 
igs facilities for officers and enlisted personnel assigned to this 
station. Essentiality of this project is predicated on the direct sup- 
port of the 101st Airborne Division. In addition to existing perman- 
ent facilities there are also 669 substandard units located on the post 
which are currently occupied but which must be disposed of prior to 
July 1960. 

Number of units: 
Requested by Army : 837, 
Approved by OSD: 837. 
Estimated cost : $13,810,500. 
Authorization : Public Law 1020, 84th Congress. 

Current assets : 
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The construction of this project will enable the Department of the 
Army to provide 77 percent of the maximum gross housing require- 
ment based on the long-range troop forecast. 

The Cuarrman. Allright. Read the item off the book. 

Mr. Kevtener. Yes, sir. 

The Cuamman. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Mr. Keiiener. Those houses have been cleared by the committee, 
Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. We looked that over very closely. 

Mr. Ketitener. There were some items from last year, at Fort 
Campbell, quite a number of them, Mr. Chairman. They are not 
totaled, but I would say they equal something in the order of 5 or 6 
million dollars. 

These are items that were not funded, projects deferred in the in- 
terest of saving the taxpayers money, pending the determination of 
the use of facilities at Campbell Air Force Base. 

If the Air Force agrees, the Army can cancel the need for certain 
of the authorized facilities. 

The Cuarrman. What about that, General ? 
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General Suter. Mr. Chairman, this is another instance where the 
Army is trying to be alert to things it can do to save money, instead 
of something that costs more money. 

We saw a chance to possibly get a co-use agreement with the Air 
Force at Campbell Air bes 3ase, which is right adjacent. As soon 
as we can work that out, sir, we would then have no need for certain 
of these items, and we would advise the committee and only construct 
those that we would have to construct. 

The CHatmrman. What progress are you making? That is very 
commendable. What progress are you making to work it out? 

General Suuter. I would say, sir, that there is an agreement fairly 
close ; I would say within the next 2 months. 

The Cuarrman. Who will take it up with the Air Force to see that 
that is worked out? 

General Sauter. I would say General Rentz, when he comes up 
here to testify on the construction. 

The CHatrman. Make a note of that, Mr. Kelleher. We don’t 
want those things blocked by someone not desiring to go along. 

Mr. Keviener. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarmman. We are in an era of unification and coordination. 

Mr. Gavin. Integration. 

The Cuarrman. And we want to stay in that area. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. Bates. What was that first word ? 

Mr. Becker. Integration. 

Mr. Gavin. Unification, coordination, and integration. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman, I want to ask a question. 

Is Campbell the home of the 101st Airborne ¢ 

General Suuter. Yes; it is. 

Mr. Rivers. I want to sympathize with the humiliation that the 
Army had to undergo in using the 101st Airborne against fellow 
Americans. I want that in the record. 

Mr. Kircur. That isin the category of integration. 

The Carman. The next one is Fort McClellan, Ala. 

Mr. Keiiener (reading) : 





Fort McClellan, Alabama: Operational and training facilities, and hospital 
facilities, $3,505,000. 

The items are a telephone exchange building, $90,000. 

A train fire range, $84,000. 

And a station hospital, 100 beds on a 400-bed chassis, $3,331,000. 

General Suuter. Fort McClellan, Ala.: Third Army; installation 
located 7 miles north of Anniston; initially occupied in 1915; desig- 
nated “permanent.” 

Mission: Chemical Corps Training Command including operation 
of Chemical Corps School which provides CEBAR training for troop 
units and selected personnel for Army, Navy, Marine Corps, Air 
Corps, and NATO; 100th Group Chemical Corps, Chemical Corps 
Field Requirements Agency; WAC basic training and WAC specialist 
school; National Guard and Reserve summer training. 

Total cost (based on price when acquired ) , $40,293,481. 

Cost of improvements (permanent and other), $39,551,383. 

Cost of land (45,749 acres) , $742,098. 

Present strength: Military, 3,716; civilian employees, 903. 
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Line items requested for fiscal year 1959 authorization ($3,505,000 
total) : 

, Telephone exchange building. 
Train-fire I range. 
Station hospital (100,400 square feet). 

Detailed justification follows: 

Telephone exchange building ($90,000): Present telephone ex- 
change consists of 1,120 usable pairs of which 1,070 are now in use; 
75 pairs have to be reserved for National Guard and Reserve summer 
training, leaving a deficit of 25 lines for use. At present, there are 
-119 family units under construction with an additional 200 units 
approved. ‘The increase of family housing plus other future con- 
struction of United States Army hospital, barracks, classrooms, 
BOQ’s, and so forth, exceeds the capacity of the present facility. 
Present facility will be utilized to consolidate other Signal Corps 
facilities, such as signal supply and telephone maintenance, now 
decentralized within the Signal Corps facilities area, providing a 
more efficient operation and supervision. If this project is not pro- 
vided, required telephone service cannot be provided. 

Trainfire I range ($84,000) : Trainfire | has been adopted as the 
new basic rifle course by the Army. This project will provide for 
essential training facilities required for rifle instruction based on 
this new training concept. Facilities which are outmoded by train- 
fire I are currently being utilized. 

Station hospital (100,400 square feet) ($3,331,000): To provide 
adequate permanent hospital facilities, for an average daily census of 
125 patients, for troops and their dependents stationed on this post, 
_ personnel from satellite installations such as Anniston Ordnance 

epot, Alabama Military District, and retired personnel in this area. 
A permanent hospital is required to replace the present mobilization- 
type hospital which does not afford the required fire safety, privacy, 
and security for patients, and to increase efficiency and economy of 
medical activities in both money and personnel. ‘The present mobi- 
lization-type hospital is rapidly deteriorating and is costly in opera- 
tion and maintenance and does not provide for many of the modern 
economical consolidations of the hospital activities. Only two wards 
are air-conditioned, there is no paging system and no phone (central) 
system. Piped oxygen is not available. Present facilities will be re- 
turned to mobilization site facilities. Elimination of this project will 
result in continuing in use mobilization-type facilities. 

The CuarrmMan. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Mr. Bares. Tell us a little bit about that hospital, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuamrman. The committee knows you must have ample hos- 
pital facilities. It is to take care of the sick. 

Mr. Bates. We know all that, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. That is what it is all for. 

Mr. Bares. Tell us what it is replacing, if you will please, and 
what the nearest facilities are presently. 

Colonel CieLanp. The hospital is 125 on a 200-bed chassis. It is 
reas a wooden cantonment-type facility. The nearest hospital, 
I believe, is at Montgomery—about 100 miles. I think it is about 100 
miles to the nearest hospital. I ask to be corrected on that. 

Mr. Bares. This was built in —— 
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Colonel CieLanp. The hospital ? 

Mr. Bares. Yes. 

Colonel CLELAND. Was built during World War II. 

Mr. Bares. Was it McClellan, and that was established in 1950? 
It says “year of initial occupancy” 

General Sauter. McClellan was established in 1915, sir, but the 
hospital was not built at that time. It was built in World War IT. 

Mr. Bates. Now, is it your policy to get rid of all World War IT 
temporary hospitals, your regular policy ¢ 

General Suurer. Not to get rid of them, sir. It is our policy to 
replace them with permanent hospitals, replacing the worst ones first, 
but to retain them for mobilization purposes as long as we can with- 
out doing expensive maintenance on them. 

Mr. Bates. What is the average amount of distance that you think is 
a fair distance for troops to travel to go to general hospitals ? 

Colonel CLELanp. Sir, you need a hospital on a post to take care 
of the troops. They are the predominant numbers of patients in the 
facility. You also have dependents and you also have retired people 
in an area. And in our hospitals, we have Navy and Air Force pa- 
tients, in small numbers, in each of them. 

But the policy is to have the hospital on the post, to serve the post. 

Mr. Bates. At a lot of posts—you do not have them at all posts? 

Colonel CLietanp. We have them, but some of them are permanent 
and some of them are temporary, and over the period of years we hope 
to replace the cantonment with permanent multistory hospitals. 

The Cuarrman. The population of this installation is 4,619 people. 

Without objection, the item is approved. 

Now, Fort Rucker, Ala. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, may I ask a question about the telephone 
building ? 

The CuatrmMan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. I would like to know on that telephone building—that 
is going to house the exchange equipment; is that right, General ? 

General Suuter. Sir, this telephone building is an augmentation 
of the present facility there due to the increased requirement. 

Mr. Harpy. Well, what I want to understand is this: Who owns the 
equipment in that building ? 

General Suuter. The Government owns the building. Much of 
the equipment is Signal Corps installed equipment, that is, Army- 
installed equipment. 

I believe, but I am not certain, that a commercial company would 
install some equipment in the building and be operated by the mili- 
tary. I would have to 

Mr. Harpy. Do you know whether or not actually the telephone 
company owns all the equipment ? 

General SHuter. No,sir,I donot. ButIcan 

Mr. Harpy. Do you know who owns the distribution lines, the tele- 
phone lines on the post ? 

General Suuter. No, sir, I do not. But I can certainly find out. 

The Cuarrman. I want you to get that information, because some- 
thing along that line is happening in all these other places. Some 
kind of arrangement is being worked out whereby the Bell Telephone 
Co. and other telephone companies have some operational use of facil- 
ities on Government buildings and all those things. 
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It is very pertinent to make some inquiry and get full information 
about that. 

General Sauter. Mr. Chairman, may I put this in the record at this 
point ? 

The Cuatrman. What is it? 

General Suter. It is a complete discussion of the military vis-a-vis 
commercial operation of this type of function. 

Mr. Harpy. I don’t know od 4 that means. I don’t know why we 
should put that kind of stuff in there, because it is purely self-serving. 
We are not going to have any idea of what is in it. If you can tell 
us very quickly what it says, General, I would like to know. But I 
am not interested in having a block of stuff stuck in the record that 
Tam not going to get a chance to read. 

Mr. Gavin. Read it, General; we will take the time to listen to it, 
so it is thoroughly explained, if the gentleman wants it explained. 

Mr. Harpy. I would like to know the information. 

The Cuatrman. I would suggest this: let the general study it and 
get all the information and report back the next time and give us an 
explanation about the policy that is being adopted with reference to 
telephones. 

General Suuter. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. The general knows what we are talking about. 

Mr. Kelleher, be sure to make a note of that. 

Mr. Ketiener. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarman. Now, the next is 

Mr. Ketiener. Fort Rucker, Ala., Mr. Chairman. [Reading:] 

Fort Rucker, Alabama: Operational and training facilities, maintenance fa- 
cilities, administrative facilities, troop housing, and utilities, $2,826,000. 

The items are—it is on page 65 of the book. The items are: Two 
battalion headquarters and classroom buildings, $206,000; a labora- 
tory classroom, $89,000; a flight simulator building, $195,000; an air- 
craft paint shop, $136,000; a regimental motor park facility, $50,000; 
hard stand for regimental motor park, $164,000; enlisted men’s bar- 
racks with mess and administration building, $972,000; a student 
dormitory, $787,000; administration and supply building, $152,000; 
a heating plant, $75,000; 400 Capehart housing units that are new; 
there are no Wherrys; and 600 Capehart houses are now under con- 
tract at Fort Rucker. 

yeneral Suuter. Fort Rucker, Ala.: Third Army; installation lo- 
cated 10 miles south of Ozark; initially occupied in 1942; designated 
“permanent.” 

Mission: The United States Army Aviation Center, including the 
United States Army Aviation School and supporting units; the 
United States Army Aviation Board; United States Army transporta- 
tion aircraft test and support activity and United States Army Sig- 
nal Corps aviation test and support detachment. One battalion com- 
bat team with TO&E units in direct support of the United States 
Army Aviation School; 1 engineer group headquarters (construction) 
(AFS) ; 1 engineer battalion (heavy construction). 

Total cost (based on price when acquired ) , $33,224,116. 

Cost of improvements (permanent and other), $32,627,741. 

Cost of land (60,726 acres) , $596,375. 

Present strength: Military, 5,405; civilian employees, 1,312. 
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Line items requested for fiscal year 1959 authorization ($2,826,000 
total) : 

Two battalion headquarter and classroom buildings. 

Laboratory classroom (AA school). 

Flight simulator building (RW). 

Aircraft paint shop. 

Regimental motor park facilities. 

Hardstand for regimental motor park. 

Enlisted men’s barracks w/mess and administration (Ozark 
AF) 

Student dormitory. 

Administration and supply building (3-Co). 

Heating plant. 

Four hundred-family quarters (Capehart). 

Detailed justification follows: 

Two battalion headquarters and classroom buildings ($206,000) : 
This project is required to provide administrative and classroom fa- 
cilities necessary for the supervision, control and training of troops 
that will be stationed at the Army Aviation Center. There are no 
permanent facilities which can be used for this purpose. Efficiency 
of command supervision, administration and training will suffer un- 
less those facilities are provided. Present need is being met by the 
use of mobilization-type World War II buildings which are inefficient. 
Elimination of this project will result in continued use of mobiliza- 
tion-type buildings to support permanent-type barracks. 

Laboratory classroom (AA school) ($89,000): This item is re- 
quired to provide classroom facilities for use in instructions in air- 
craft maintenance courses. At present classes are held in the open. 
Inclement weather cancels class, distant noises and traffic disturb 
instructor and student. Cold or hot weather makes for inconvenience 
of both student and instructor. Elimination of this project will mean 
that instruction in the maintenance classes will continue at a lower 
efficiency than could be expected in a laboratory-type building and be 
magnified since the student load in maintenance-type classes will 
increase in the very near future. 

Flight simulator building (RW) ($195,000): This project is re- 
quired to provide instrument training facilities for 420 resident stu- 
dents, and 450 station complement rotary-wing pilots. Existing 
facilities will be continued in use for instrument training of fixed-wing 
pilots. Failure to provide this project will result in fewer of the total 
420 resident students, and 450 station complement rotary-wing and 
fixed-wing pilots being able to receive the necessary training in flight 
simulators than is required to meet scheduled training programs of the 
United States Army Aviation School, since there is no substitute for 
flight simulator type training. 

Aircraft paint shop ($136,000): This item is needed to provide a 
safe and properly constructed place to periodically repaint the aircraft 
stationed at the Army Aviation Center. This will reduce the expense 
of maintenance of the aircraft and improve the appearance. The 
maintenance contract requires the maintenance contractor to repaint 
aircraft stationed at the Army Aviation Center periodically to prevent 
rust and corrosion. At present there isno paint shop for aircraft. If 
this item is eliminated, then aircraft will continue to be painted in 
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the open or in hangars, which presents an unhealthy and unsafe con- 
dition. The paint shop will be sited at auxiliary No. 1 because the 
majority of aircraft requiring frequent repainting are the L-19’s 
based on this field. Other types of aircraft both fixed and rotary wing 
will be flown to this field for repainting. No additional paint shops 
are required at this installation. 

Regimental motor park facilities ($50,000): All the items listed 
are required to complete the motor park facility which will provide 
all-weather parking and storage for vehicles assigned to battalion 
combat team at Fort Rucker. There is at present an acute shortage 
of motor park facilities. ‘This shortage is so critical that maintenance 
is performed in the open. If this project is not provided, the vehicles 
which are assigned to the battalion combat team will continue to be 
maintained in the open under field conditions which is not conducive 
to the standard of maintenance required. 

Hardstand for regimental motor park ($164,000) : This project is to 
provide all-weather parking and outside storage for vehicles presently 
assigned to the battalion combat team thereby reducing maintenance 
caused by existing dusty conditions. All the available hardstands on 
the installation at this time normally used for motor vehicles are 
now being used for parking and maintaining aircraft. Elimination of 
this project will mean that vehicles will have to be parked on sodded 
and sand areas. 

Enlisted men’s barracks with mess and administration (Ozark Air- 
field) ($972,000) : This project is required to house enlisted personnel 
assigned to duty at Ozark Army Airfield. There are no existing bar- 
racks facilities at Ozark Army Airfield, with the result that it is now 
necessary for enlisted personnel assigned to Ozark Airfield to be housed 
in mobilization-type barracks on Fort Rucker proper and be trans- 
ported from Fort Rucker to Ozark Airfield in the morning, returned 
to Fort Rucker for noon mess, back to Ozark for afternoon duty, then 
finally back to Fort Rucker in the evening. Failure to provide this 
project will require continued inadequate housing accommodations and 
accompanying time consuming and costly transportation operation 
described above. 

Student dormitory ($787,000) : This item is required to house stu- 
dents assigned to the United States Army Aviation School and is part 
of the permanent construction. The students are presently housed in 
semipermanent-type barracks. A dormitory-type building is required 
to give the students the needed privacy for studying while attending 
school. Failure to provide this project will require continued use of 
inadequate, inefficient nonpermanent-type facilities. Existing facil- 
ities will be disposed of in accordance with existing regulations. 

Administration and supply building (3-Co) ($152,000) : This item 
is required to support the student dormitories in this program, which 
are a part of the permanent peacetime construction. 

Heating plant ($75,000) : This item is required to supply heat and 
hot water for student dormitories, and battalion administration and 
supply buildings in this program. 

Four hundred family quarters (Capehart) ($0): This project is 
required to provide an increment of the permanent family housing 
facilities for officer and enlisted personnel assigned to this station. 
In addition to existing permanent facilities there are also 249 sub- 
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standard units located on the post which are currently occupied. In 
art these requested housing units will replace 325 units of inadequate 
iniae constructed under Public Housing Administration legislation. 
Based on actual survey, Fort Rucker has 324 military personnel au- 
thorized government quarters who are forced to occupy substandard 
housing off the post. ‘There are 134 officers and noncommissioned offi- 
cers occuping housing for which the rent and utilities cost are in excess 
of their quarters allowance; and 76 personnel living off post in housing 
located at excessive distances. In addition, there are 209 military per- 
sonnel authorized Government quarters who own homes or trailers in 
the local area because of the lack of adequate housing. 
Number of units: 
Requested by Army: 400. 
Approved by OSD: 400. 
Estimated cost: $6,600,000. 
Authorization: Public Law 1020, 84th Congress. 
Current assets : 
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The construction of this project will enable the Department of the 
Army to provide 42 percent of the maximum gross housing require- 
ment based on the long-range troop forecast. 

Mr. Rivers. Now, Mr. Chairman, I would like for the general to 
tell us just what is contained at Fort Rucker. I understand it is your 
principal aviation school. 

General Suuter. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. That is for helicopters as well 

General Suvuter. That, sir, is for all fixed wing and all helicopter 
training, except the primary training that is done at Wolters and 
Gary in the State of Texas. 

Mr. Rivers. And this is one of your most important bases in the 
Nation ? 

General Suuter. Yes, sir, it certainly is. 

The CuatrmMan. Without objection, the item is approved. Now, I 
want to say 

Mr. Gavin. That is Alabama, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman, I want to say. 

The Fourth Army area—Fort Bliss, Fort Hood, Fort Sill; and the 
Fifth—Benjamin Harrison, Leavenworth, Riley; and the Sixth: They 
are all installations so compelling that I was hoping that we might 
approve each one of them and get down to the AGlitery Academy and 











take a recess after that. We have been here 3 hours. 
Mr. Rivers. That is good. 
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The Cuatrman. Any objection to doing it? Because these things 
have been carefully scrutinized by Mr. Kelleher and myself. 

I will go into each of them, but I was just trying in the interest of 
saving time 

Mr. Gavin. Would the chairman yield? 

The CHarrman. Yes. 

Mr. Gavin. I think in view of the fact that the Military Academy 
is on page 5, let’s go through page 5 and clear up the Military Academy. 

The Cuarrman. That is right, exactly. 

Mr. Rivers. Did we approve Fort Stewart ? 

The CuarrmMan, Yes. 

Mr. Ketiener. Fort Stewart is next to Rucker in the book, Mr. 
Chairman. 

Mr. Rivers. I move—— 

The Cuarrman. Without objection, Fort Bliss 

Mr. Bares. There is enough land left down south of the Mason 
Dixon, isn’t there? We don’t want to cramp you too much. It is all 
right ? 

The CuarrMan. Fort Bliss 

Mr. Harpy. This stuff has been analyzed by Mr. Kelleher? 

The Cuarrman. Yes. Mr. Kelleher and I worked on each one of 
these items. We know them by heart, almost. 

Mr. Gavin. What page 

The CuatrMan. Fort Bliss, Fort Hood 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, I am delighted to accept your evaluation 
of it. 

The Cuatrman. All right. 

Members of the committee 

Mr. Byrne. Mr. Chairman 

The Cuatrman. I will read: Fort Bliss, $13,734,000. 

Mr. Keviener. Right. 

General Suuuer. Fort Bliss, Tex.: Fourth Army; installation lo- 
vated adjacent to El Paso; initially occupied in 1893; designated 
“permanent.” 

Mission: United States Army Antiaircraft Artillery and Guided 
Missile Center acts as coordinator between United States Army Anti- 
aircraft Artillery and Guided Missile School, 1st Guided Missile 
Brigade, and United States Army Air Defense Board in study, de- 
velopment, evaluation, and teaching of tactical, technical, logistical 
and training doctrines and programs concerning antiaircraft artillery 
and guided missile of interest to commander, continental armies. 
Supervision of training of general reserve and Zone of Interior type 
units. 

Total cost (based on price when acquired) , $72,520,619. 

Cost of improvements (permanent and other), $69,654,278. 

Cost of land (1,217,665 acres), $2,866,341. 

Present strength: Military 19,642; civilian employees 2,205. 

Line items requested for fiscal year 1959 authorization ($13,734,000 
total) : 

Communications center (first increment). 

Thirteen guided missile guidance laboratory buildings. 
Two administration and classroom buildings, TAS. 
Two guided missile assembly and test buildings (GMT) 
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Six missile and radar maintenance support buildings, TAS 
Nike technical maintenance building (GMT) 
Wing addition, Ordnance field maintenance shop 
Training facilities 10 Nike sites 
Two Trainfire I ranges 
Guided missile control tower (GMT) 

12 barracks, 80-man (GMT) 

One-thousand-man consolidated mess (GMT) 

2 BOQ’s, 34-man (GMT) 

Extension of electricity to 10 new Nike sites (GMT) 
Four-hundred and ten family quarters (Capehart) 

Detailed justification follows: 

Communication center (first increment) ($490,000): Facility re- 
quested will house a 10,000-line telephone exchange; 9,000 square feet 
of floor is required to properly install the type of dial equipment for 
long line equipment for the satellited installations contemplated under 
this project. Existing building is such that it cannot be used to 
maximum advantage as load bearing partitions and columns prevent 
its efficient use. The building is located within a built-up area which 
does not permit any expansion to the building. In addition, the 
existing structure is considerably deteriorated, and rehabilitation of 
the structure cannot be accomplished with advantage to the Govern- 
ment. Current demand for telephone service far exceeds the capabil- 
ities of the present equipment in its maximum extended condition. 
The existing building will be used as a maintenance shop upon com- 
pletion of new facility. A new structure must be furnished to provide 
expansion that is urgently required. Failure to provide this facility 
will result in whole areas within Fort Bliss being without telephone 
service as new increments of the expansion program are completed. 

Thirteen guided missile guidance laboratory buildings (Nike-Her- 
cules) TAS ($4,996,000) : This project is required to provide classroom, 
administrative, supply, and laboratory space having physical char- 
acteristics and adeqrite space to accommodate the expanded Nike- 
Hercules training m'ssion assigned to this installation. Each building 
will provide 2 laboratories, approximately 62 by 100 feet with 25 foot 
ceilings, and an area approximately 20 by 62 feet 6 inches at the center 
of the building divided into 2 floors, for administration and supply. 
Existing facilities censist of converted cavalry stables which are de- 
ficient in size thereby necessitating overcrowding of equipment, and 
student instruction on a 16 hour per day basis. Upon completion of 
the proposed laboratories the existing facilities will be released for 
other school administrative purposes. Failure to provide this project 
will result in the Nike-Hercules program being adversely affected 
in time phase, and standards of instruction. 

Two administration and classroom buildings, TAS ($2,932,000) : 
This item is required to provide adequate administration and class- 
room facilities to support the expanded SAM program. Existing 
facilities consist of mobilization-type buildings and modified old 
cavalry stables, which are located under the flight pattern of E] Paso 
International Airport. The almost constant noise of aircraft taking 
off or landing seriously hampers class instruction. Failure to pro- 
vide requested construction will result in the continued use of austerity 
facilities, which reduces morale and hampers the effectiveness of the 
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curriculum presented. Upon construction of suitable structures, the 
currently used structures will be continued in service for administra- 
tive and storage space. 

Two guided missile assembly and test buildings, GMT range ($686,- 
000) : These buildings will provide additional essential facilities for 
the assembly and testing of missiles necessary to support 26 training 
sites at McGregor Range required under the expanded SAM program. 
To prevent damage to sensitive components of the complex electronic 
systems by highly abrasive and electrically conductive dust prevalent 
in this area, all unpacking, assembling, adjusting, and testing of mis- 
siles must be done under conditions as dust free as possible. Existing 
assembly and test buildings do not furnish adequate facilities to service 
the number of missiles that will be required under the expanded SAM 

rogram. Deferment of this construction will hamper the use of new 
aunching sites due to lack of assembled missiles and result in failure 
to meet the expanded SAM mission assigned to this installation. 

Six missile and radar maintenance support buildings TAS 
($549,000) : The buildings requested are required for use in the main- 
tenance, repair, and spare parts storage of Nike missiles and com- 
ponent equipment. They will be sited functionally in order to support 
efficiently the guided missile laboratories in a ratio of 1 support 
building per 2 laboratories. At present the support activity is being 
carried on in former cavalry stables and World War II type buildings. 
These buildings are widely separated from the function that they are 
supporting and have so little space that they are unsuited for their 
present primary mission. Additionally, they are neither dustproof 
to prevent damage to delicate and expensive instruments during 
frequent windstorms, nor of proper width and overhead clearance. 
Consequently, the training mission is adversely affected to such a 
degree that instruction and support thereof is accomplished with 
marginal results. Existing facilities will be released for other school 
administrative purposes. Failure to provide this project will ad- 
versely affect the missile program. 

Nike technical maintenance buildings, guided missile training 
range ($81,000) : This building will be located at McGregor Range and 
is designed for maintenance and minor repair of launching and han- 
dling equipment for the Nike-Hercules system. The basis is the ex- 

anding SAM program. At present no facility is being used as the 
Nike-Hercules program has not yet progressed to the point where this 
type facility is required. Failure to provide this building will result in 
a requirement to haul this equipment back and forth from the range 
to Fort Bliss, a distance of 30 miles, and use already overtaxed shop 
space. There is nosimilar facility at Fort Bliss. 

Wing addition, Ordnance field maintenance shop ($636,000) : Addi- 
tional Ordnance field maintenance shop space is essential to house the 
increased Ordnance maintenance supply activities which will be gen- 
erated by the scheduled addition of the Nike-Hercules and Hawk 
missile systems to the guided-missile program at this station. Guided 
missile direct support operations are currently conducted from shop 
vans organic to TOE organizations, due to nonavailability of covered 
shop space. Current facilities for Ordnance support of both general 
purpose equipment and guided missile ground guidance and ground 
handling equipment is severely overcrowded; in addition, 4,000 square 
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feet of these facilities consist of a former dairy barn which does not 
provide satisfactory conditions, nor lend itself to modification without 
excessive cost. Failure to provide additional space will result in 
greatly reduced efficiency in Ordnance operations at increased costs 
since repairs would be limited to exchange of subassemblies, thereby 
necessitating evacuation of items to depots for repair with a resultant 
requirement to maintain greatly increased stocks of replactment sub- 
assemblies and equipment. It is estimated that construction of this 
facility will result in the accrual of a total annual savings in excess 
of $100,000. 

Training facilities, 10 Nike sites ($1,330,000) : Item is required to 
provide the final increment of the total of 26 Nike training sites to 
accommodiate the expanded SAM program at McGregor Guided 
Missile Training Range. Failure to provide these facilities will cause 
a serious delay in the SAM training program. 

Two trainfire I ranges ($174,000) : Trainfire I has been adopted as 
the new basic rifle course by the Army. This project will provide 
for the essential training facilities required for rifle instruction based 
on this new training concept. Facilities which are outmoded by 
Trainfire I are currently being utilized. 

Guided missile _control tower, guided missile training range 
($30,000): The expanded surface-to-air missiles program requires 
the addition of 10 Nike firing points. Consequently, the capability 
of the previously programed control tower will be exceeded and the 
present structure will be required in order that the entire Nike launch- 
ing area may be properly controlled. The control tower to be pro- 
vided by this project is required to assist the central range control in 
coordinating visual, radar, radio, and telephone elements to insure 
safe and efficient operation. Thus, if the requested facility is not 
provided, firings from all sites will not be possible and the planned 
and necessary output of trained units and personnel will not be met. 

Twelve barracks (80-man), guided missile training range ($1,016,- 
000): This item is required to provide barracks for troops in training 
under the expanded SAM program. This program calls for the train- 
ing of 2,000 men in launching and firing of guided missiles. Currently, 
spaces for 1,040 men exist. Failure to provide the requested facilities 
will result in housing of troops in tents, with the consequent low 
morale and sickness among men. In addition, tentage is short lived 
due to the high winds prevalent in this area. Operation under auster- 
ity conditions will seriously hamper the training mission assigned to 
this installation. 

Consolidated mess (1,000-man), guided missile training range 
($296,000) : This messhall is required to feed personnel under the ex- 
panded SAM program to be stationed at McGregor range camp. One 
1,000-man messhall has been authorized in a prior program; however, 
total requirements for messing facilities will he in excess of 2,000 per- 


sonnel. This will include permanent-party personnel of 575, both offi- 
cers and enlisted men, as well as approximately 1,500 officer and en- 
listed trainees and numerous visiting personnel. The frequent high 
winds and blowing sands in this desert area make it essential that a 
mess be provided. Any attempt to feed this number of personnel with 
field ranges and tents would decrease effective training time and the 
capability of personnel to absorb training to an acceptable extent. 
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Two bachelor officers’ quarters (34- man), guided missile training 
range ($233,000) : These bachelor officers’ quarters are required to com- 
plete the housing for permanent-party officers and officer trainees at 
McGregor guided missile training range under the expanded surface- 
to-air missile program. If this construction is deferred, the use of 
tents will have to be continued. Due to climatic conditions and the 
prevailing high winds, tentage deteriorates so rapidly as to make the 
cost of such housing exorbitant. The housing of troops in tentage 
produces low morale, with resultant loss in efficiency of the training 
program. Since this facility is to be used for an undetermined 
period, the ci Seer construction, over a long period, will result in 
saving of funds to the Government by nonuse o tentage. 

Ex ension of electricity to 10 new Nike sites, guided missile training 
range ($285,000) : With ‘the completion of 10 additional Nike launch- 
ing ‘sites in the regular 1959 military construction, Army, program, a 
requirement exists for the use of commercial power with converters 
to provide a cheaper, smoother, and more dependable source of power. 
It will also allow training of personnel in the various types of power 
sources they will enc ounter during unit operation. If this project is 
deferred, it will necessitate the use > of generators, with consequent loss 
of efficiency in the training program and with an increase in the cost 
of training. Commercial - power will be available at adjacent sites. 
Monetarily, commercial power costs are approximately one-third of 
the cost of power provided by engine generators. 

Four hundred ten family quarters (C apehart) ($0) : This project is 
required to provide an increment of the permanent family housing 
for officer and enlisted personnel assigned to this station. Existing 
housing shortage cannot be alleviated by available suitable rental hous- 
ing within adjacent communities. The nonavailability of suitable 
housing has caused approximately 1,200 military personnel to pur- 
chase homes in order to obtain family quarters during their tour of 
duty at this station. 

Number of units: 

Requested by Army : 410. 

Approved by OSD: 410, 

Estimated cost : $6,765,000. 

Authorization : Public Law 1020, 84th Congress. 

Current assets : 
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The construction of this project will enable the Department of the 
Army to provide 75 percent of the maximum gross housing require- 
ment based on the long-range troop forecast. 
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The Cuarrman, Fort Hood. ; 

General Suvuter. Fort Hood, Tex.: Fourth Army; installation 
located west of Killeen ; initially occupied in 1943 ; designated “Perma- 
nent.” 

Mission : Principal mission is a training post for an armored divi- 
sion and its supporting troops, a missile command, and a corps 
headquarters. 

Total cost (based on price when acquired) , $75,565,709. 

Cost of improvements (permanent and other) , $68,822,652. 

Cost of land (215,961 acres) , $6,743,057. 

Present strength : Military, 16,862 ; civilian employees, 1,921. 

oy items requested for fiscal year 1959 authorization ($6,984,000 
total) : 

Taxiway (FW). 

Aircraft access aprons and facilities (field maintenance). 
Flight control tower. 

Unit operations building (RW). 

Flight simulator building. 

Hangar with shops (field maintenance). 

Aircraft parts storage building (RW). 

Three trainfire ranges. 

Two battalion headquarters building. 

Six enlisted men’s barracks (326-man). 

Two battalion mess buildings. 

Two battalion administration and supply buildings. 
Five hundred family quarters (Capehart). 

Detailed justification follows: 

Taxiway (fixed wing) ($60,000) : This project is required to con- 
nect the field-maintenance hangar and access aprons to the existing 
fixed-wing runway. Taxiways are required for ground movement of 
fixed-wing aircraft simultaneously with landings and takeoffs on the 
runway and thus allow full use of the runway. This taxiway is neces- 
sary for efficient control of aircraft traffic between the runway and 
hangar aprons, to eliminate hazards to safety of personnel and air- 
craft. The proposed taxiway will be constructed in a new area east 
of the existing runway. No facilities exist for the proper, safe, and 
efficient operation of some 42 fixed-wing aircraft. The site plan for 
future development of the airfield heliport makes mandatory the pro- 
visions of this taxiway. Elimination of this project will preclude 
operation of the hangar due to lack of access thereto. 

Aircraft access aprons and facilities (field maintenance) ($172,- 
000): Paved access aprons are required to support hangar with shops 
in this program for field maintenance of approximately 161 Army 
aircraft. These aprons will provide all-weather, dust-free access 
from the aircraft-parking area to both end doors of the aircraft 
hangar. Treated shoulders are required around the aprons to pre- 
vent dirt and gravel from damaging aircraft engines. Washing 
facilities are needed to clean the aircraft for maintenance inspection 
and flying efficiency. Existing field maintenance necessitates opera- 
tion of aircraft engines out of doors on the hangar access aprons. 
This area must be paved to prevent damage to engines from dust and 
dirt. Existing temporary field-maintenance hangar and access apron 
is sufficient in size for only two aircraft, does not meet clearance cri- 
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teria for aircraft movement from the temporary taxiway to the 
hangar, and is located on the opposite side of the runway from the 
hangar proposed in this program. Failure to provide this apron 
will result in an incomplete maintenance facility. ‘ 

Flight control tower ($113,000) : Project is required to provide fa- 
cility for control of air traflic at Fort Hood Army Airfield. Approx- 
imately 161 aircraft are assigned at this field. In addition, many 
transient Army, Navy, and Air Force aircraft use the field. The 
present temporary wooden tower is only 20 feet high with a 7- by 
7-foot central cab, which is entered through the floor. This tower is 
located in such a way that the operator cannot see air traffic in all 
quadrants because his sight is blocked by existing temporary hangars. 
Runways, parking, and taxiways for rotary-wing aircraft (fiscal year 
1958 MCA construction) must be served by proposed tower, as their 
location also prevents control of aircraft movement from the existing 
temporary tower. If this project is not provided, air traffic control 
will continue to be hampered by lack of communications equipment 
(due to space limitation) and clear line of sight in all directions, and 
a safety hazard to aircraft and personnel will continue to exist. The 
existing tower will be removed. 

Unit operations building (rotary wing) ($92,000): This item is re- 
quired to provide unit operations area in support of a helicopter com- 
pany, is a portion of the permanent operational and administrative 
facilities to support approximately 161 aircraft scheduled to be as- 
signed to the Fort Hood Army Airfield. Present aircraft popula- 
tion is 126. Field operations are currently housed in a temporary 
building (wooden farmhouse acquired with real estate in 1942) hav- 
ing an area of 1,500 square feet, which is inadequate to meet. present 
requirement. Facilities must be provided for the added requirements 
for the helicopter-company unit operations to support 48 officers and 
154 enlisted personnel. There are no other buildings at this installa- 
tion which can be made available for necessary support. Failure to 
provide this item will adversely affect the assigned mission, as it will 
require operations to continue inefficiently in crowded, existing fa- 
cilities. The present facilities will continue in use until all units re- 
quired for permanent operation are provided in future MCA pro- 
grams, then they will be removed. 

Flight simulator building ($118,000): Project is required to pro- 
vide facilities for instrument training in flight simulators of approxi- 
mately 170 Army aviators stationed at Fort Hood. A temporary 
building is being used as an interim measure to house fixed-wing-air- 
craft flight simulators. The dust and humidity in this non-air-con- 
ditioned building causes severe damage to the flight simulators. In 
addition, the building now being used is not large enough to house a 
rotary-wing flight simulator for use by helicopter pilots. If project 
is not provided, technical proficiency of aviators assigned to Fort 
Hood will suffer because of poor instrument training in flight simu- 
lators. Existing facilities will revert to the post for other use. 

Hangar with shops (field maintenance) ($585,000): This hanvar 
with shops is required for field maintenance of approximately 161 
Army aircraft, both fixed and rotary wing, to be stationed at Fort 
Hood. Major inspections, structural repairs, postflight inspections, 
and other maintenance activities must be accomplished on a 24-hour 


20066—58—No. 86-——-11 








7184 


basis to support the training program. Field maintenance is now 
being performed in an 8-year-old semipermanent Butler hangar 
which does not have necessary overhead crane facilities or shops. If 
this hangar is not provided, field-maintenance activities will continue 
to be hampered by lack of adequate facilities, resulting in mainte- 
nance delays and loss of deadlined aircraft for training purposes. 
The existing semipermanent hangars will continue to be used until 
all facilities required for permanent operation are provided in future 
MCA programs, then they will be dismantled. 

Aircraft parts storage building (rotary wing) ($46,000): Project 
is required to provide storage space for support of a light transport 
helicopter company. It will be used to store aircraft and aircraft 
radio spare parts, aircrew flying clothing, and parachutes. No such 
facility exists. If project is not provided, a temporary building in 
the main cantonment area will have to be utilized. This several-mile 
round trip from field to cantonment area will result in lost man-hours, 
cause serious delays in maintenance, and adversely affect flying mis- 
sions. Existing 1,250 square feet of semipermanent space is now be- 
ing used for parts storage, and will continue to be used for this pur- 

36 until all facilities required for permanent operation are-provided 
in future MCA programs, then it will be seahiived. 

Three Trainfire I ranges ($233,000): Trainfire I has been adopted 
as the new basic rifle course by the Army. This — will provide 

art of the essential training facilities required for rifle instruction, 
ased on this new training concept. Facilities which are outmoded 
by Trainfire I are currently being utilized. 

Two battalion headquarters buildings ($113,000): This project is 
required to support existing permanent barracks, constructed in new 
areas lacking administrative support. Barracks construction has 
poomreres ahead of support facilities; thus, there are no existing 

uildings to house the battalion command administrative operations. 
Temporary buildings in adjacent areas are fully utilized in support 
of troops occupying other permanent and temporary barracks. Sub- 
ject buildings are mandatory for tactical echelon battalion adminis- 
trative and storage operations. If eliminated or postponed, no fa- 
cility will be available to meet cited requirement, and troops housed 
in new barracks areas cannot be efficiently, adequately, nor economi- 
cally administered. 

Six enlisted men’s barracks (326-man) ($4,192,000): This project 
is required to provide permanent housing for troops assigned ta this 
installation. Enlisted men now occupying temporary barracks con- 
structed during 1942 with a life expectancy of 10 years. Mainte- 
nance and repair costs have risen to 16 cents per square foot. for these 
temporary structures, and are accelerating yearly. In addition, these 
structures were converted to family quarters in 1948, reclaimed for 
troop housing in 1955, without removal of room partitions or replace- 
ment of latrine and shower facilities, and oii with provisions of 
DA Circular 100 for retirement of uneconomical structures. Con- 
tinued use of the temporary units extends the high maintenance costs, 
reduces efficiency in operation and administration of troops, and pre- 
cludes sound development of land areas in respect to drainage, utili- 
ties, access roads, and all facets of permanent-site work as subject 
structures are sited within the land-use area now under development 
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for barracks and support facilities authorized in fiscal year 1956; 105 
temporary buildings will be disposed of by sale. 

Two battalion mess buildings ($758,000) : This item is required to 
support barracks in this program, which are a part of the permanent 
peacetime construction. 

Two battalion administration and supply buildings ($502,000) : 
This item is required to support barracks in this program, which are a 
part of the permanent peacetime construction. 

Five hundred family quarters (Capehart) ($0): This project is 
required to provide an increment of the permanent family housing 
facilities for officer and enlisted personnel assigned to this station. 
In addition to existing permanent facilities there are 120 substandard 
units located on the post which are currently occupied, but which must 
be disposed of before July 1960. Community support housing has not 
kept in phase as to quantity nor quality aang ate to support the 
civilian opaintion increase and the military need. The present popu- 
lation of illeen is estimated at 25,000. Current surveys indicate 
1,542 military families occupy substandard housing in Killeen. The 
local community imposes rather stringent restrictions on Negro per- 
sonnel. One small subdevelopment consisting of 120 units (sec. 903, 
title EX;-NHA) is all that is avaliable for rent or purchase by Negro 
personnel assigned to this command. Under Operation Gyroscope, 
the 4th Armored Division, stationed at Fort Hood for the past several 

ears, is changing stations with the 2d Armored Division in Germany. 
his operation, scheduled for completion in January 1958, will aggra- 
vate the family housing situation at Fort Hood, as the requirement for 
the 2d Armored Division will exceed that of the 4th Armored Division 
due to the difference in mission. The Military Affairs Committee, 
a local civic organization, and the Federal Housing Administration 
concurs in the need of this housing project. 
Number of units: 
Requested by Army : 500. 
Approved by OSD: 500. 
Estimated cost : $8,250,000. 
Authorization : Public Law 1020, 84th Congress. 
Current assets : 
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Requirements (based on long-range troop strength) : 

Officers and upper grade enlisted men__.......................-_....... 5, 0B 
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Essential civilians 





a a lee 8, 299 


The construction of this project will enable the Department of the 
Army to provide 68 percent of the maximum gross housing require- 
ment based on the long-range troop forecast. 

The CuarrmMan. Fort Hood; without objection, agreed to. 

Fort Hood, $6,984,000. Without objection, it is agreed to. 

The next is Fort Sill. 
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General Suuter. Fort Sill, Okla.: Fourth Army; installation lo- 
cated 4 miles north of Lawton; initially occupied in 1871; designated 
“Permanent.” 

Mission: Tactical and technical training of artillery and missile 
units of the United States Army with all its component and support- 
ing units and the summer training of National Guard, ROTC, and 
USAR. Fort Sill administers to the following installations, activi- 
ties, and units: The United States Army Artillery and Missile School, 
the United States Army Aviation Unit Training Command, all con- 
tinental United States units at Fort Sill, the post of Fort Sill which 
is a class I installation, and United States Army Artillery Board for 
logistical support only. 

Total cost (based on price when acquired) , $56,515,358. 

Cost of improvements (permanent and other) , $55,296,365. 

Cost of land (113,451 acres) , $1,218,993. 

Present strength : Military, 14,882; civilian employees, 2,402. 

Line items requested for fiscal year 1959 authorization ($3,227,000 
total) : 

Academic building (Department of Motors). 
Hardstands (Department of Motors). 

Two Trainfire I ranges. 

Battalion motor repair shop and facilities. 

Hardstand, battalion motor park. 

Battalion headquarters building. 

Three hundred forty-nine family quarters (Capehart). 

Detailed justification follows: 

Academic building (Department of Motors, USAA and GMS) 
($2,284,000) : Project is required to enable the Department of Motors 
to efficiently and effectively perform its assigned mission of providing 
instruction and developing new doctrine and techniques in mechan- 
ical procedures used to maintain organic vehicles of antiaircraft, field 
artillery, and guided-missile units. With increased emphasis on 
guided-missile and power-operated self-propelled artillery equipment, 
this Department will instruct in the maintenance of guided-missile 
equipment as well as maintenance of equipment made to transport can- 
non-type artillery having the atomic delivery capability. As more 
missile and power-operated units are formed greater number of main- 
tenance personnel will be required to keep these units completely mobile 
and operating. Existing facilities consist of 25 modified emergency- 
type structures constructed in 1942 as motor repair shops and stables, 
and subsequently converted to provide the present classrooms, labora- 
tories, shops, and administration and storage space for this school de- 
partment. Physical characteristics of the existing buildings precludes 
their use for indoor instruction on the newer and larger type vehicles; 
in addition the classrooms are deficient in lighting, acoustics, heating, 
ventilation, and toilet facilities, all of which tends to detract materially 
trom the effectiveness of the instruction. Upon completion of this 
project some of the existing buildings will revert to motor repair shops 
for troop units and the remainder will remain as a mobilization poten- 
tial. Failure to provide this project will necessitate the continued use 
of present facilities which limit the character and quality of instruc- 
tion, and preclude accommodation of new instruction in pace with 
technical advances. 
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Hardstand (Department of Motors) ($260,000): This project is 
required for support of the academic building, Department of Motors, 
proposed for inclusion in the fiscal year 1959 MCA program. The 
academic building will provide instruction and develop new techniques 
and mechanical procedures for maintaining organic vehicles of anti- 
aircraft, field artillery, and guided-missi!e units. This instruction 
requires the constant movement in and out of tracked and wheeled 
vehicles used in demonstrations and instruction techniques. <A total 
of 137 vehicles of various types are assigned to the Department of 
Motors for this purpose. The new location of the Department of 
Motors is some 234 miles from the nearest feasible area which is a 
waterbound crushed rock hardstand unsuitable for more than tempo- 
rary use. Use of the crushed rock hardstand will be inordinately 
expensive in transportation costs. Failure to provide this hardstand 
will leave the Department of Motors without a vitally necessary 
appurtenant facility and increase the expense of movement and main- 
tenance of all vehicles assigned there. 

Two Trainfire I ranges ($183,000) : Trainfire I has been adopted as 
the new basic rifle course by the Army. This project will provide for 
essential training facilities required for rifle instruction based on 
this new training concept. Facilities which are outmoded by Train- 
fire I are currently being utilized. 

Battalion motor repair shop and facilities ($234,000) : These facili- 
ties are necessary to provide battalion motor vehicle support for a new 
Corporal Guided Missile Battalion scheduled for activation and move- 
ment into two new battalion area barracks recently completed at Fort 
Sill. These barracks are the only permanent facilities available for 
this battalion, but do not have battalion motor park facilities and if 
the requested facilities are not provided the vehicle support will have 
to be conducted from existing temporary facilities some three-fourths 
mile distant from the barracks and already fully utilized. Added 
imposition of the load represented by 171 vehicles, including cranes 
and heavy equipment, will overtax the existing facilities and also will 
present a critical operational problem in transporting men and drivers 
to and from their work and living areas. 

Hardstand, battalion motor park ($198,000): These facilities are 
necessary to provide battalion motor vehicle support for a new Cor- 
poral Guided Missile Battalion scheduled for activation and movement 
into two new battalion area barracks recently completed at Fort Sill. 
These barracks are the only permanent facilities available for this 
battalion, but do not have battalion motor park facilities and if the 
requested facilities are not provided the vehicle support will have to 
be conducted from existing temporary facilities some three-fourths 
mile distant from the barracks and already fully utilized. Added im- 
peg of the load represented by 171 vehicles, including cranes and 
leavy equipment, will overtax the existing facilities and also will 
present a critical operational problem in transporting men and drivers 
to and from their work and living areas. 

Battalion headquarters building ($68,000) : These facilities are nec- 
essary to provide battalion administration support for a new Corporal 
Guided Missile Battalion scheduled for activation and movement into 
two new battalion area barracks recently completed at Fort Sill. 
These barracks are the only permanent facilities available for this 
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battalion, but do not have battalion administration facilities and if 
the requested facilities are not provided the administration activities 
will have to be conducted from existing temporary facilities some 
three-fourths mile distant from the Havrectis and already fully utilized. 
This will present a critical operational problem in transporting men 
between their work and living areas. Existing facilities will be 
continued in use by other troop units. 

Three hundred forty-nine family quarters eee? ($0): This 
project is required to provide family quarters for eligible military per- 
sonnel assigned to this installation. There is an insufficient number 
of family quarters of any type to meet the requirements for permanent 
operation. This project will provide for a portion of the deficiency. 
At present families of military personnel are living in 363 adequate 
on-base quarters, 500 Wherry units, and 2,403 adequate off-base private 
units, totaling 3,266 adequate quarters. The deficiency of 1,473 quar- 
ters is presently met by families of military personnel being housed in 
inadequate quarters, tourist courts, trailer houses, hotels, and indi- 
vidual bedrooms. The following is a list of families requesting quar- 
ters at Fort Sill during December of 1957: 


Families by number of children 
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The principal community support to Fort Sill is the adjacent city of 
Lawton with a population of 55,000. The housing situation in the 
Lawton-Fort Sill area is still critical. With the new missile mission 
of the installation and the transfer of surface-to-surface missile in- 
struction from Fort Bliss to Fort Sill, the student load is constantly 
increasingeach month. The city of Lawton is taking aggressive action 
to obtain additional industry in the area. If they are successful in 
locating even light industry in this area, it will further aggravate the 
critica] housing problem now prevalent. 

Number of units: 

Requested by Army: 599. 

Approved by OSD: 349. 

Estimated cost: $5,758,500. 

Authorization: Public Law 1020, 84th Congress. 


Current assets: 
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Requirements (based on long-range troop strength) : 
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The construction of this project will enable the Department of the 
Army to provide 76 percent of the maximum gross housing require- 
ment based on the long-range troop forecast. 

The Cuamman. Fort Sill, for $3,227,000. Without objection, it is 
agreed to. 

General Suuter. Fort Benjamin Harrison, Ind.: Fifth Army; 
installation located 12 miles northeast of Indianapolis; initially oc- 
cupied in 1906; designated “permanent.” 

Silesiens Logistic support of United States Army Finance Center, 
The Adjutant General School, United States Army Finance School, 
and United States Army Military District, Indiana. 

Total cost (based on price when acquired ) , $28,850,159. 

Cost of improvements (permanent and other) , $28,529,410. 

Cost of land (2,680 acres) , $320,749. 

Present strength: Military, 2,074; civilian employees, 4,751. 

Line items requested for fiscal year 1959 authorization ($783,000 
total) : 

Family quarters. 
Reconvert buildings 114 and 115 to barracks. 
Consolidated enlisted men’s mess. 

Detailed justification follows: 

Thirty-three family quarters ($825,000) (prior authorization) : 

This project is required to provide family quarters for eligible 
officers assigned to this station and due to the average cost limitation 
under provisions of the Capehart amendment, it is not feasible to con- 
struct permanent type Capehart quarters for senior grade officers. 
There are insufficient family quarters of any type to meet require- 
ments for permanent operation. Elimination of this project will 
result in the post having insufficient family quarters to meet the 
peacetime requirements. 

Number of units: 

Requested by Army : 33. 

Approved by OSD: 33. 

Estimated cost : $560,000. 

Authorization : Public Law 161, 84th Congress. 

Current assets: 
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Requirements (based on long-range troop strength) : 
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The construction of this project will enable the Department of the 

Army to provide 73 percent of the maximum gross housing require- 
ment based on the long-range troop forecast. 

Reconvert buildings 114 and 115 to barracks ($122,000) : This in- 

stallation must provide 1,816 permanent enlisted barracks space (male 














7190 


and female) in order to adequately house the authorized peacetime 
strength. Buildings 114 and 115 were originally constructed as bar- 

‘acks in 1939 and were converted to administrative use to house post 
headquarters and headquarters, United States Army Finance School. 
Post headquarters has been relocated to building 83, Finance Center, 
and Headquarters, United States Army Finance School is now in the 
combined The Adjutant General School and the United States Army 
Finance School Building. The reconversion of these two buildings to 
troop housing will provide the most economical utilization of existing 
permanent buildings and at the same time provide satisfactory and 
adequate housing for 500 male enlisted spaces. Enlisted personnel, 
both overhead and students, of the two schools are presently being 
housed in mobilization type 63-man barracks. The mobilization type 
barracks will be placed on an inactive status. Effect if item is elimi- 
nated will be the continued,use of mobilization type buildings which 
will mean an ever-increasing cost of maintenance with inc -reased utilit y 
charges. Continued occupancy of mobilization type barracks will 
result in reduced morale for the students attending service sc ‘hool. 

Consolidated enlisted men’s mess ($661,000) : This item will provide 
permanent consolidated messing facilities located in a central master 
planned troop housing area. At present, no permanent mess facilities 
are available for the permanently assigned or student enlisted 
strength. ‘Troops are how being messed in a mobilization area which 
is approximately 1 mile from the permanent troop housing area. 
Present consolidated mess will be placed on a standby basis against a 
mobilization requirement. If this item is eliminated, it will necessitate 
the movement of troops to and from the mobilization mess either by 
marching or by Government furnished transport ation. Training 
schedules for the service schools do not permit time for students to be 
marched the 1 mile to and from meals and adequate transportation is 
not available to this station to provide trucks or buses for the 
personnel. 

Mr. Hupptesron. Sam Houston. 

General Sauter. Fort Sam Houston, Tex.: Fourth Army; instal- 
lation located northeast adjoining San Antonio; initially occupied 
in 1870; designated “permanent.” 

Mission: The mission of Headquarters, Fort Sam Houston, is to 
provide for (a) administration and logistic support (medical supply 
and hospital facilities excepted) training areas, and supply main- 
tenance and repair and upkeep inspection service to Headquarters, 
Fourth United States Army, Brooke Army Medical Center, their 
subordinate activities and units, and other Army activities or units 
generally located within the Fourth United States Army area of 
responsibility No. VI. The extent and area of specific support. fur- 
nished is in accordance with directives from higher authority and 
agreement with the supported activity; and (b) Support may be 
provided to other Department of Defense activities or other govern- 
mental agencies, as directed or by cross-servicing agreements. 

Total cost (based on price when acquired), $41 372,909. 

Cost of improvements (permanent and other), $40,055,580. 

Cost of land (3,080 acres) , $1,317,329. 

Present strength: Military, 11,440; civilian employees, 3,863. 
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Line items requested for fiscal year 1959 authorization ($0 total) : 
183 family quarters (Capehart). 

Detailed justification follows: 

One hundred and eighty-three family quarters (Capehart) ($0) : 
This project is required to provide an increment of the permanent 
family housing for officer and enlisted personnel assigned to this sta- 
tion. This project will replace 216 substandard on-post quarters 
scheduled for disposal. Recent survey (July 31, 1957) shows 799 
military personnel who are eligible for on-post housing are living in 
private quarters that are either substandard, excessively distant from 
the post, or paying rents in excess of their allowance. 

Number of units: 

Requested by Army: to 

Approved by OSD: 183 

Estimated cost: $3 019 500, 

Authorization: Public Law 1020, 84th Congress. 

Current assets : 
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The construction of this project will enable the Department of the 
Army to provide 85 percent of the maximum gross housing require- 
ment based on the long-range troop forecast. 

The CHarmrRMAN. $783,000, without objection. 

The next station is Fort Leavenworth. 

General Suuter. Fort Leavenworth, Kans.: Fifth Army; installa- 
tion located Leavenworth; initially occupied in 1827; designated 
“permanent.” 

Mission: Support of Command and General Staff College and 
United States Disciplinary Barracks. Home of Midwest Relay Cen- 
ter providing communications service to Fourth and Fifth Armies. 

Total cost (based on price when acquired ) , $19,087, 944. 

Cost of improvements (permanent and other), $19,002,934. 

Cost of land (5,950 acres) , $85,010. 

Present strength: Military 1,813; civilian employees, 1,141. 

Line items requested for fiscal year 1959 authorization ($1,076,000 
total) : 

Communications center emergency power station and micro- 
wave buildings. 

Enlisted men’s barracks (214-man) w/mess. 

Two hundred family quarters (Capehart). 

Detailed justification follows: 

Communications center emergency power station and microwave 
buildings ($363,000) : 
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Emergency power station: The communication building for the 
Mid west Relay Center at Fort Leavenworth, Kans., is now under 
construction. An adjacent source of electric power is essential to in- 
sure continuous operation in cases of emergency or failure of the 
normal commercial source of electricity. This is a separate facility 
from the radio transmitter emergency power building contained in 
the fiscal year 1958 program. Need for this emergency power sta- 
tion will exist as soon as the communication center is completed and 
placed in operation. 

Microwave building: A microwave comunication circuit is required 
between the communication center and the radio receiver and trans- 
mitter stations. Because of the intervening terrain, it is necessary 
to place the microwave tower and equipment on top of a hill near 
the communication center. 

Enlisted men’s barracks (214-man) with mess (280-man) ($713,- 
000): Building No. 429 (453 spaces) is located adjacent to the United 
States Disciplinary Barracks and houses the Guard Company. Due 
to the nature of the mission of this organization, hours of operation, 
and the location of these barracks, it is not desirable to interfere with 
the unit integrity of this organization. For these reasons the spaces 
not required by the Gyard Company cannot be used to fulfill the 
requirement for barracks in the post area. The new barracks requested 
are required for the post area and will replace existing buildings Nos. 
48, 49, 50, and 261 which have a total of 354 spaces and are to be 
demolished. Buildings Nos. 48, 49, and 50 were built in 1889 and are 
of permanent construction with brick exterior walls, frame interior 
a wood floors and wood roofs; building No. 261 is a frame 

uilding constructed in 1905. Internal arrangements in these four 
buildings are poor. Latrine facilities are located in the basements and 
NCO rooms are adjacent to dayrooms. The buildings are all nonfire- 
proof and maintenance is becoming an increasing problem each year. 
A major rehabilitation of existing barracks to substantially compare 
with current criteria is estimated to cost $562,000. A new building 
will eliminate the excessive maintenance cost on these old buildings 
and will provide required troop housing in conformance with present 
standards. Failure to provide this project will result in requirement 
to continue using the existing facilities. 

Two hundred family quarters (Capehart) ($0): This project is 
required to provide an increment of the permanent family housing 
facilities for officer and enlisted personnel assigned to this station. 
In addition to existing permanent facilities there are 293 substandard 
units located on the post which are currently occupied, but which must 
be disposed of prior to July 1960. Student officers of the Command 
and General Staff School must have suitable study facilities in their 

uarters or homes. Military personnel assigned to USDB work on a 
shift basis and must be on call in case of emergencies. The Midwest 
relay facility has similar housing requirements. Community support 
from Leavenworth and nearby towns is extremely limited. There has 
been a small postwar housing program; however, no projects have 
been constructed for rental purposes. 

Number of units: 

Requested by Army: 200. 
Approved by OSD: 200. 
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Estimated cost : $3,300,000. 
Authorization: Public Law 1020, 84th Congress. 
Current assets : 
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The construction of this project will enable the Department of the 
Army to provide 74 percent of the maximum gross housing require- 
ment based on the long-range troop forecast. 

The Cuarrman. Fort Leavenworth, $1,076,000; without objection, 
it is agreed to. 

The next station is Fort Riley. 

General Suuter. Fort Riley, Kans.: Fifth Army; installation lo- 
cated 4 miles northeast of Junction City; initially occupied in 1855; 
designated “permanent.” 

Mission : 

Present: The primary mission it the support of a combat ready 
tables of organization and equipment infantry division as part of the 
Army General Reserve. Other functions include: support of the 
aggressor center. United States Army Hospital, various nondivisional 
units, and Reserve, ROTC, and National Gesed elements; supervision 
of 5 field maintenance shops, food service school, and Non-commis- 
sioned Officers Academy collection of intelligence; and accomplish- 
ment of various area missions. 

Planned peacetime: The mission is to provide supervision and sup- 
port to units and activities assigned to the installation. The principal 
elements of the station complement are to be: an infantry division, an 
armored cavalry group, 2 antiaircraft battalions; various ordnance 
units, a Signal Corps battalion, various Transportation Corps units, 
Medical Corps units, field artillery units and engineer, military police, 
supply and technical units. 

Total cost (based on price when acquired) , $55,265,069. 

Jost of improvements (permanent and other), $53,789,584. 

Cost of land (51,101 acres), $1,475,485. 

Present strength: Military, 13,536; civilian employees, 1,335. 

ni) items requested for fiscal year 1959 authorization ($1,084,000 
total) : 

Telephone exchange building (Custer Hill). 
Unit operations building (RW). 

Flight simulator building. 

Three Trainfire I ranges. 

Sewage treatment plant (Custer Hill). 
Extension water system (Custer Hill). 
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Detailed justification follows: 

Telephone exchange (Custer Hill) ($102,000): A new telephone 
exchange is required to provide adequate telephone service for the 
Custer Hill troop housing and administration and the Morris Hill 
family housing areas. The Custer Hill development includes six 
235-man barracks which are now occupied, six 326-man barracks near- 
ing completion, and various supporting facilities. The Morris Hill 
family housing area consists of 126 family housing units which are 
completed and occupied and 433 units currently being constructed 
under the Capehart housing program. The existing exchange, located 
in the post proper 4 miles distant, is not large enough to assume the 
additional load and cannot be expanded. The proposed exchange is 
adequately designed to provide service for all existing and future 
facilities at the Custer Hill and Morris Hill areas. Temporary service 
to these areas is currently provided by a 100-pair cable from the post 
proper exchange. If the proposed facility is not provided in the near 
future, the present service will include extension party lines in in- 
creasing numbers and telephone communication will become very 
inefficient and ineffective, with consequent impairment of station’s 
ability to perform its military mission. 

Unit operations building (RW) ($94,000): The proposed opera- 
tions building is required for the administrative and operational 
functions of a helicopter company and will be in direct support of 
the activities to be performed in the new hangar. Until this pro- 
posed facility is provided administration will, of necessity, be car- 
ried on in temporary buildings improvised to fit the requirement 
temporarily. The long range plan for Marshall United States Army 
Airfield includes the training facilities for two Transportation Corps 
Helicopter (Lt) Companies. Units currently occupying the field 
include three aviation companies, fixed wing, two transportation bat- 
talions, helicopter, and one transportation company, helicopter. One 
hangar, without shop, containing 20,000 square feet, was included in 
the fiscal year 1957 MCA program and is now completed. Existing 
faciliteis will continue to be used for field operations until all per- 
manent facilities are provided. 

Flight simulator building ($105,000): This item is required to 
provide space for six Link trainers, briefing and classrooms space, 
and administrative space for approximately 150 aviators trained at 
Marshall Army Airfield. There is no building providing complete 
facilities for flight instruction. The two Link trainer units now in 
use are located in a 540-square-foot room in the field operations 
building. This space is not adequate for the proposed aviator train- 
ing program and is needed for the functions of field operations. The 
construction of this item is important in view of the fact that loss 
of life and property may occur if all phases of flight training are 
not fully provided. 

3. Trainfire I ranges ($245,000): Trainfire I has been adopted as 
the new basic rifle course by the Army. This project will provide 
part of the essential training facilities required for rifle instruction 
based on this new training concept. Facilities which are outmoded 
by Trainfire I are currently being utilized. 

Sewage treatment plant (Custer Hill) ($380,000) : This facility is 
required to provide treatment to the sanitary sewerage from the troop 
housing in the Custer Hill development and the family housing in 
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the Morris Hill area. A complete treatment plant, designed for a 
yopulation of 2,250 persons, was constructed in the fiscal year 1955 
MOA program. The plant layout was arranged so that extensions 
to the plant can be accomplished as the contributing population in- 
creases. The fiscal year 1955 MCA program included the construc- 
tion of six 235-man barracks and 126 family units. The sewage 
flow from the present construction causes intermittent overloading 
of the plant due to concentrations of the peak load. ‘The population 
of the present. barracks at design capacity is 1,410 persons. ‘The pop- 
ulation of the family housing area is approximately 440 persons. The 
fiscal year 1956 MCA program included the construction of six 326-man 
barracks which will add a population, or design capacity, of 1,956 
persons. A Capehart housing project, now under construction, will 
provide 433 family units and a resultant population increase of ap- 
proximately 1,500 persons. In addition to the population mentioned 
above, the fiscal year 1958 MCA program includes two 326-man bar- 
racks. At this stage of construction the total population contribut- 
ing to the sewage flow through the treatment plant will be ap- 
proximately 6,000 persons. Off-site utilities provided by the Cape- 
hart housing project includes an expansion to the existing treatment 
lant to accommodate a 2,250 population increment thereby increas- 
ing the capacity of the plant to provide for a total population of 
4,500. Based on the anticipated population when the above-men- 
tioned construction is completed, it is evident that the plant will 
be undersized and incapable of handling the sewage flow. It is, 
therefore, necessary to provide the next successive increment of the 
complete plant. If the proposed expansion is not constructed when 
required, a portion of the raw sewage may bypass the plant en- 
tirely and be discharged into a lagoon. ‘This condition will obviously 
exist until the expansion of the plant is completed. The proposed 
construction, providing for treatment of an average of 450,000 gal- 
lons of sewage per day, will eliminate the anticipated nuisance 
and health hazard. 

Extension water system (Custer Hill) ($158,000): Water line ex- 
tensions are required to provide main distribution lines to areas being 
developed in the fiscal year 1958 program. A 500,000 gallon elevated 
storage tank at Morris Hill is a portion of the original plan for 
water supply for the Custer Hill troop housing development and 
the Morris Hill family housing development. The proposed tank 
will augment an existing 500,000 gallon tank located in the barracks 
area and will provide adequate storage and pressure stabilization for 
the family housing area. A Capehart Housing project including 433 
family units is currently under construction. If the proposed tank 
is not constructed the resulting flows, pressure, and storage will be 
inadequate to meet fire protection, and domestic requirements. 

The Cramman. Fort Riley, $1,084,000; without objection, it is 
agreed to. The next item is Baywood Park. 

General Sauter. Baywood Park, Calif.: Sixth Army; installation 
located adjacent to city limits Morro Bay; initially occupied in April 
1942; designated “Temporary.” 

Mission: No current mission exists, as area is excess to United 
States Army requirements. However, as area constitutes a portion 
of that formerly used by United States military forces for amphib- 
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ious training and impact area, the impact area cannot be decontam- 
inated, and must be required. 

Total cost (based on price when acquired), none. 

Cost of improvements (permanent and other), none. 

Cost of land (487.28 acres), none. 

Present strength: Military, not available; civilian employees, not 
available. 

Line items requested for fiscal year 1959 authorization ($144,000 
total) : Land acquisition. 

Detailed justification follows: 

Land acquisition ($144,000) : Purchase of the land is necessitated 
by virtue of it being contaminated with unexploded ordnance items 
to a degree that decontamination is virtually impossible. The area 
is a portion of approximately 8,810 acres used by the United States 
Army as an amphibious training and impact area beginning in the 
early period of World War II. Although the entire area was con- 
taminated at one time, dedudding activities conducted by Corps of 
Engineer bomb and shell disposal teams have reduced the contami- 
nated area to the 487.28 acres concerned ; however, certificate of clear- 
ance cannot be executed for this remaining area. Since decontami- 
nation cannot economically be accomplished, fee title acquisition is 
proposed in order to avoid annual rent payments, probably much in- 
creased after 1961, and to settle current damage claims in the amount 
of $76,000, now in suspense by the lease agreements. Failure to ac- 
quire will require payment of damage claims and probable increased 
annual rental payments. After acquisition, the area will be fenced 
and posted to prevent trespass. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. Mr. Chairman, may I ask a question about Bay- 
wood Park? It says: 

No current mission exists as the area is excess to United States Army require- 
ments. However, as area constitutes a portion of that formerly used by United 
States military forces for amphibious training and impact area, the impact area 
can’t be decontaminated unless we acquire it. 

General Suuter. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. Now, is this full of duds and things like that? Is 
that the reason for it ? 

General Suuter. Yes, sir. This is so contaminated with duds, 
Mr. Congressman, that we can’t guarantee the removal of those, so 
we can turn the land back to the previous owners. 

Therefore the only thing we can do is acquire the land, extinguish 
the claims that now exist, and fence it off and mark it for no tres- 
passing. That is the cheapest way out of this thing. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. You are just going to leave it there? 

General Souter. We are just going to leave it there. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. Is there any hope of decontaminating it? 

General Suuter. No, sir. 

Sir, I went through a big program in the Pacific on this business, 
and there simply are some areas that are so infested with duds, such 
concentrations, that you can’t decontaminate them and guarantee that 
you have, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Camp Desert Rock, $2,892,000. 
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General Suvuter. Camp Desert Rock, Nev.: Sixth Army; installa- 
tion located 75 miles northwest of Las Vegas; initially occupied in 
1952; designated “temporary.” 

Mission: To provide housing, administrative, and logistical support 
for military personnel and activities engaged in training conducted 
at the Nevada Proving Grounds, involving testing of waclets devices. 

Total cost (based on price when snaa ), $1,872,835. 

Cost of improvements (permanent and other) $1,872,835. 

Cost of land (22,400 mes none. 

Present strength: Military, 14; civilian employees, none. 

Line items requested for fiscal year 1959 authorization ($2,892,000 
total) : 

Ordnance and signal maintenance shop. 
Ninety-seven enlisted men barracks (17-man). 
Three enlisted men mess buildings. 
Two officers field messes. 
Seventy-three BOQ’s (8-man). 
Nineteen latrines, officers and enlisted men. 
Water supply system. 
Detailed justification follows: 
Ordnance and signal maintenance shop ($99,000): This project is 
art of a program to provide minimum emergency type facilities to 
Genie and support a 5,000-man installation during periods of military 
articipation in nuclear tests conducted at the Nevada Proving 
Sebeniin. Basis of requirement is to provide approximately 3,500 
square feet for use in performing Ordnance field maintenance on all 
types of ordnance equipment, and 500 square feet for Signal field 
maintenance. 

Existing facilities which are to be demolished consist of a wood- 
frame shed, used by Ordnance and another wood-frame shed used 
by Signal. Both facilities are badly deteriorated and unsuited for 
continued utilization. Unless a new structure is provided, the Ord- 
nance and Signal maintenance support will be seriously curtailed due 
to lack of adequate workspace. 

Ninety-seven enlisted men barracks (17-man) ($955,000): This 
project is part of a program to provide minimum emergency type fa- 
cilities to house and support a 5,000-man installation, consisting of 
2,000 station complement, 2,500 participating troops, and 500 ob- 
servers. The installation is normally kept in housekeeping status, 
and the 5,000 personnel strength is only evident during those periods 
when the Army is participating in nuclear test activities being con- 
ducted at the Nevada Proving Grounds. If this project is not pro- 
vided, personnel strengths which exceed capacity of existing housing 
must be quartered in tents and exposed to extreme conditions of heat, 
cold, wind and blowing sand. 

Three enlisted men messes ($192,000): This project is part of a 
program to provide minimum emergency type facilities to house and 
support a 5,000-man installation, consisting of 2,000 station comple- 
ment, 2,500 participating troops, and 500 observers. The basis of 
requirement. for these enlisted men’s messes is to provide a minimum 
number of facilities to support the troop housing. Existing facilities 
consist of two similar type and size structures, which must operate 
around the clock and be utilized in shifts to accommodate the num- 
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ber of personnel concerned. If the facilities indicated by this project 
are not provided concurrently with the barracks, housing capacity 
will exceed the support capabilities of existing facilities. 

Two officers’ field messes ($93,000): This project is part of a pro- 
gram to provide minimum emergency type facilities to house and 
support a 5,000-man installation, ‘consisting of 2,000 station comple- 
ment, 2,500 participating troops, and 500 observers. The basis of 
recruitment for these officers’ field messes is to provide a minimum 
number of facilities, to accommodate approximately 760 officers. 
Existing facilities consist of 3 similar type structures, one of which 
is only 1,95: 3 square feet in size, which must operate around the clock 
and be utilized in shifts to accommodate the number of personnel 
concerned. If the facilities indicated by this project are not pro- 
vided concurrently with the BOQ’s housing capacity will exceed the 
support capabilities of existing f facilities. 

Seventy- -three bachelor officers quarters (8- man) ($759,000): This 
project is part of a program to provide minimum emergency type 
facilities to house and mepport a 5,000-man installation, consisting of 

2,000 station complement, 2,500 participating troops, and 500 “ob- 
servers. Basis of requirement is to provide additional required BOQ 
facilities of the size currently available, which average approximately 

120 gross square feet per man. The installation is normally kept in 
housekeeping status, the 5,000-man personnel strength being evident 
only during the periods when the Army is participating in nuclear 
tests being conducted at the Nevada Proving Grounds. If the fa- 
cilities indicated by this project are not provided, officer strengths 
which exceed capacity of existing housing, must be quartered in tents 
and exposed to extreme conditions of heat, cold, wind and blowing 
sand. 

Nineteen enlisted men’s latrines, officers and enlisted men ($521,- 
000): This project is part of a program to provide minimum emer- 
gency type facilities to house and support a 5,000-man installation, 
consisting of 2,000 station complement, 2,500 participating troops, 
and 500 observers. The basis of requirement for these latrines is to 
provide a minimum number of facilities to support the troop housing. 
Existing facilities consist of several similar type structures which are 
of various size, and not. sufficient to accommodate the number of per- 
sonnel concerned. If the facilities indicated by this project are not 
provided concurrently with the barracks, housing capacity will exceed 
the support capabilities of exis ing facilities. 

Water supply system ($273,000) : This project is to provide a source 
of water supply to Camp Scant Roc ‘k, and is to support proposed con- 
struction of mess and latrine facilities. At present, water is obtained 
during periods of maximum utilization and military participation in 
nuclear tests at the Nevada Proving Ground, by tank truck, being 
hauled from Indiana Springs Air Force Base and a privately owned 
source approximately 20 miles distant. This is an expensive and inefli- 
cient operation, costing approximately $100,000 per test season for 
costs of transportation alone, ut ilizing Government vehicles and troop 
labor. Establishment of this requirement is based on 50 gallons of 
water per man per day, for a 5,000-man installation, which closely ap- 
proximates past consumption. An exploratory operation recently con- 
ducted indicates that water can be obtained at a minimum distance of 
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approximately 4 miles from the installation which is the only pres- 
ently known source of supply within a radius of 20 miles. Due to the 
limited capacity of wells at Indiana Springs Air Force Base and 
private sources, there is no assurance that a dependable water supply 
can be obtained for future use. A pipeline and pumping facilities 
from known sources of water supply he than the proposed well are 
estimated to cost in excess of $1 million. 

The CuairMAN. Fort Lewis, $1,085,000. 

General Suuter. Fort Lewis Washington: 6th Army; installation 
located 17 miles southwest of Tacoma; initially occupied in 1917; 
designated “permanent. 

Mission: Training of infantry division and related units. 

Total cost (based ¢ on price when acquired ) , $70,695,597. 

Cost of improvements (permanent and other), $69,847,482. 

Cost of land (85,615 acres) , $848,115 De 

Present strength: Militar y, 20,583 ; civilian employees, 1,768. 

Line items requested for fiscal year 1959 authorization ($1,085,000 
total) : 

Three trainfire I ranges. 

Post engineer maintenance shops. 

Three hundred and seventy-five family quarters (Capehart). 
Eight hundred and fifty-six quarters (Capehart). 

Detailed justification follows: 

Three trainfire I ranges ($259,000) : Trainfire I has been adopted as 
the new basic rifle course by the Army. This project will provide part 
of the essential training facilities required for rifle instruction based 
on this new training ‘concept. “acilities which are outmoded by 
Trainfire I are currently being utilized. 

Post engineer maintenance shops ($826,000) : This item is required 
to provide a centrally located consolidated post engineer facility to 
meet the needs of the various repair and upkeep maintenance shop 
functions. Costly, time-consuming trips involving personnel and ve- 
hicles will be reduced to negligent minimum if post engineer fa- 
cilities are consolidated. Fac ility is the minimum necessary to 
perform the assigned mission and serve the following installations and 
activities: South Fort Lewi is, north Fort Lewis, northeast Fort Lewi IS, 
Madigan Army Hospital, Mount Rainier Ordnance Depot, Y akima 
Firing Center, 10 Nike sites, 1 winter training site, and 18 United 
States Army Reserve training centers. Following areas are in- 
eluded in this project ; 
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If these facilities are not provided in this program, ineflicient opera- 
tions will continue, result in loss of many man-hours and excessive use 
of vehicles, and the continued use of the present facilities will deny 
adjacently housed troop units the use of buildings originally provided 
for their motor park use. 

The estimated savings of $65,000 in man-hours as well as consider- 
able vehicle mileage will be effected. Equipment presently used to 
transport materials from one shop building or supply area to another 
can be diverted to other use or eliminated. 

Three hundred seventy-five family quarters (Capehart) ($0) : This 
project is required to provide an increment of the permanent family 
housing requirement for officer and enlisted personnel assigned to this 
station, Madigan Army Hospital, and Mount Rainier Ordnance De- 
pot. In addition to existing permanent facilities there are 991 sub- 
standard units located on the post which are currently occupied, but 
which must be disposed of prior to July 1960. The mission of Strate- 
gic Armed Forces located at this installation is of such high priority 
that a large number of key military personnel must be immediately 
accessible to their units. 

Eight hundred fifty-six family quarters (Capehart) ($0): This 
project is required to provide an increment of the permanent family 
housing requirement for officer and enlisted personnel assigned to this 
station, Madigan Army Hospital, and Mount Rainier Ordnance Depot. 
In addition to existing permanent facilities there are 991 substandard 
units located on the posts which are currently occupied but which must 
be disposed of prior to July 1960. The mission of Strategic Armed 
Forces located at this installation is of such high priority that a large 
number of key military personnel must be immediately accessible to 
their units. 

Number of units: 

Requested by Army: 856. 

Approved by OSD: 856. 

Estimated cost : $14,124,000. 

Authorization : Public Law 1020, 84th Congress. 

Current assets : 
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The construction of this project will enable the Department of the 
Army to provide 76 percent of the maximum gross housing require- 


ment based on the long-range troop forecast. 
The Cuarrman. Fort Ord, $4,733,000. 
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General Suuter. Fort Ord, Calif.: Sixth Army; installation lo- 
cated 4 miles north of Seaside; initially occupied in 1940; designated 
“permanent.” 

Mission: The mission of Fort Ord is that of providing housing 
and facilities for a TO & E Division (GYROSCOPE). In addition 
to training of filler personnel for GYROSCOPE operations, the mis- 
sion includes training of pipeline replacements, packet replacements, 
and 6 months Armed Forces Reserve Act personnel. The Sixth 
Army area food service school, common specialist school, reception 
center and general reserve units will continue to operate at this in- 
stallation. In addition, the combat development experimentation 
center is based at Fort Ord. 

Total cost (based on price when acquired) , $39,725,592. 

Cost of improvements (permanent and other), $38,858,307. 

Cost of land (28,524 acres) , $867,285. 

Present strength: Military, 22,951; civilian employees, 1,649. 

Line items requested for fiscal year 1959 authorization ($4,733,000 
total) : 

Taxiway and two runup areas (FW). 

Access and parking aprons (FW) and facilities. 
Aircraft parking area (RW). 

Aircraft fuel storage and dispensing (RW). 
Control tower. 

Airfield lighting system. 

Two unit operations buildings. 

Field operations building. 

Flight simulator building. 

Hangar without shops (FW). 

Two aircraft parts storage buildings. 

Fire and rescue station. 

Two enlisted men’s barracks without mess (326-man). 
Battalion mess building. 

Battalion administration and supply buildings. 
Heating plant. 

Commissary sales store. 

Detailed justification follows: 

Taxiway and 2 runup areas (FW) ($166,000) : The proposed taxi- 
ways are required to complete development of the new airfield. No 
such facility exists and without these taxiways there would be con- 
tinued hazards to safe and proper operation of aircraft on the ground 
and during the air approach. 

Access and parking aprons (FW) and facilities ($208,000) : Pro- 
posed access and parking aprons are required to provide facilities for 
parking and washing 22 fixed-wing aircraft, and also for access to 
the fixed-wing hangar in this program. No such facility exists and 
without the proposed access and parking aprons, the proposed fixed- 
wing hangar will not be usable. The authorized 31,680 square yards 
of pavement provides 13,625 square yards of access apron for the 
fiscal year 1958 rotary wing hangar and 18,055 square yards of park- 
ing apron for fixed-wing aircraft. 

Aircraft parking areas (RW) ($316,000) : The proposed helicopter 

arking areas are required for dispersed parking at the new airfield- 
heliport for 22 helicopters of the presently assigned light transport 
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helicopter company. Parking areas are also required for loading, 
unloading, and servicing of the helicopters. These helicopters are 
now parked on the Fort Ord parade ground, which is being used as 
a temporary heliport until completion of the new airfield. Present 
temporary facilities will revert to its intended use as a parade ground. 
If project is not provided, it will not be possible to station these 
helicopters at the new airfield. 

Aircraft fuel storage and dispensing (RW) ($68,000): Aircraft 
fuel storage with dispensing outlets is required for fueling of the 50 
aircraft of the fixed-wing and light-cargo helicopter companies. No 
such facilities are provided at the site of the proposed airfield-heli- 
port, and without them the helicopters would either be limited in 
operational range or would have to be refueled by long truck haul, a 
costly and inefficient procedure. Flammable storage building is re- 
quired to provide separate storage for paints, dopes, lacquers, lubri- 
cating oil and grease, for maintenance of aircraft in the light cargo 
helicopter company to be stationed at Ford Ord. 

Control tower ($105,000): The flight-control tower houses the 
VHF and UHF receivers and serves as the center of visual control 
for all flight operations, air to ground communications, airfield light- 
ing controls, and other special 1 navigational aids. It will be used to 
control the 50 fixed- and rotary-wing aircraft to be assigned to the 
new airfield-heliport, as well as all transient aircraft. No such fa- 
cility now exists. If this item is not provided, accurate control of 
aircraft on the ground and in the air will not be possible, and aircraft 
operation will be hazardous. 

Airfield lighting system ($109,000) : Airfield lighting system is re- 
quired for night operation of the 22 fixed-wing aircraft, and also 
during periods of low visibility. No such facility exists. Without 
lighting, aircraft operations would be limited to daylight hours. Such 
limited operation would reduce the usefulness of the airfield and re- 
strict night flying training, which is mandatory. under the provisions 
of United States | Army regulations. totary wing aircraft will also 
use this runway until a heliport i 1s prov ided. 

Two unit operations buildings ($177,000) : One building is required 
to house the operations functions of the light transport helicopter 
company now assigned, the other is needed to house the operations 
functions of the fixed-w ing tactical transport company to be assigned 
to this station. No such facilities exist at the new airfield. If they are 
not provided, the units will have to continue operations under costly 
and inefficient conditions. 

Field operations building ($53,000) : Item is needed to house field 
operations, including centralized flight planning, clearance, and 
weather facilities at the new airfield. No such facility exists. If item 
is not provided, temporary space will be required to house these essen- 
tial functions, and the proper conduct of air operations for a perma- 
nent installation will be a 

Flight simulator building ($51,000) : This item is required to pro- 
vide a facility for simulated flight training of approximately 75 
aviators to be assigned to this station. These trainers afford training 
under conditions ‘simulating instrument weather without exposing 
personnel to actual conditions. Existing link trainers are housed in a 
temporary structure located on the main post, and approximately 4 
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miles from the airfield. If this facility is not provided it will be neces- 
sary to continue simulated flight training instruction in the temporary 
facilities dislocated from the airfield. Existing facilities will be 
released to post proper for their disposition. 

Hangar without shops (FW) ($470,000) : Project is required for 
organizational maintenance of 16 aircraft in a fixed-wing tactical 
transport company to be assigned in second quarter fiscal year 1959. 
No such facility exists, and if it is not provided, the aircraft will have 
to be maintained in the open. The hangar with shops (21,266 square 
feet) authorized in the fiscal year 1958 MCA program is required for 
maintenance of the 22 helicopters in the assigned light transport heli- 
copter company. 

Two aircraft parts storage buildings ($78,000) : One parts storage 
building is needed for the light transport helicopter company now 
assigned; the other is required by the fixed-wing tactical transport 
company to be assigned in second quarter fiscal year 1959. These 
facilities wil be used to store aircraft and radio spare parts, flight 
clothing for aircraft crews, and parachutes. Requirement is now 
being met for the light transport helicopter company on a much 
smaller scale by use of a makeshift facility in a temporary building 
designed for a motor shop. Existing facility cannot be continued in 
use due to inadequate space and location which is approximately 4 
miles distant from the new airfield. If these facilities are not pro- 
vided, parts and parachutes will be kept in hangars or other buildings 
not designed for storage or safeguarding of this expensive equipment. 

Fire and rescue station ($59,000) : Item is required to provide a 
2-stall facility to accommodate aircraft fire-fighting and rescue equip- 
ment for immediate, maximum-fire protection of the 50 aircraft 
assigned to this station, to transient aircraft using the new airfield, 
and to all airfield personnel and facilities. No such facility exists at 
the new airfield. If this item is not provided, the nearest fire and 
rescue crews will have to come from the main post fire station, a dis- 
tance of about 4 miles. 

Two enlisted men’s barracks without mess (326-man) ($1,280,000) : 
This project is required to provide permanent housing for troops, 
stationed at this installation, in consonance with the Department of 
the Army 20-year plan for replacement of temporary military hous- 
ing at those stations selected for retention in the Army’s permanent 
peacetime structure. At the present time, 7,285 troops are housed 
in the 31 permanent-type barracks constructed in the fiscal year 1952 
MCA program. Balance of troops are presently housed in mobiliza- 
tion B-63 type barracks constructed in 1940. These barracks were 
originally designed and constructed for mobilization use but have 
been continued in use as an interim measure for a period of 16 years. 
Existing temporary barracks will be retained for troop housing in 
support of this station’s mobilization mission. If these facilities are 
not provided, troops will continue to be housed in substandard 
quarters not in consonance with Department of the Army policy. In 
addition, housing of enlisted troops in temporary barracks is not con- 
ducive to good morale. 

Battalion mess building ($359,000): This item is necessary to 
support barracks in this program, which are a part of the permanent 
peacetime construction requirement. 
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Battalion administration and supply building ($255,000): This 
item is necessary to support the barracks in this program, which are 
a part of the permanent peacetime construction requirement. 

eating plant ($143,000): This item is required to supply heat 
and hot water for barracks, battalion mess, and battalion adminis- 
tration and supply building in this program. 

Commissary fales store ($836,000) : This facility is essential to meet 
the increasing demands of the present and planned future strength of 
this installation. In addition this facility serves personnel of the 
United States Navy Line School, the United States Army Language 
School, the Coast Guard, retired personnel, and widows of authorized 
personnel, all of whom reside nearby on the Monterey Peninsula. 
These personnel represent 13,000 to 14,000 authorized cardholders. 
This facility is now serving an average of 1,400 customers per day, 
with an average dollar sales value of $350,000 per month. Existing 
semipermanent structure constructed in 1940 is inadequate in size; 
space does not permit adequate meat market and refrigeration facili- 
ties, and requires scattering of backup storage in various buildings 
located approximately one-half mile distant, which results in in- 
creased handling of supplies. The existing temporary structure will 
revert to storage use after construction of the new facility and will 
be retained to oe the required support for interim and mobili- 
zation strength of this installation. If this facility is not. provided, 
the commissary sales store will be required to operate inefficiently 
and will not fulfill its mission efficiently. 

The Cuarrman. Yuma, $173,000. 

General Suuter. Yuma Test Station, Ariz.: Sixth Army; installa- 
tion located 15 miles northeast of Yuma; initially occupied in 1943; 
designated “permanent.” 

Mission : Support the research, development, engineering, and user- 
test program of the Department of the Army by providing facilities 
and support for desert, hot weather, and other research testing. 

Cost of improvements (permanent and other), $13,255,148. 

Cost of improvement (permanent and other) , $13,255,148. 

Cost of land (897,768 acres) , none. 

Present strength : Military, 454: civilian employees, 512. 

Line items requested for fiscal year 1959 authorization ($173,000 
total) : Post signal building. 

Detailed justification follows: 

Post signal building ($173,000) : This project is required to provide 
post signal facilities necessary to adequately support the research and 
development programs and post operations at this installation. This 
building will provide space for the signal administrative office, signal 
supply, field maintenance shop, commercial communication facilities, 
communication center, film and equipment exchange, crypto room, and 
telephone exchange. The existing signal facilities are occuping crit- 
ically needed office space in the headquarters building. The field 
maintenance shop is housed in one end of the signal warehouse which 
is a temporary facility. Failure to provide this facility will result 
in continued curtailment of service. 

The Cuarrman. Military Academy. [Reading:] 


United State Military Academy, West Point, New York: Troop housing, medical 
facilities, and community facilities, $5,844,000. 
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General Suuter. United States Military Academy, West Point, 
N. Y.; installation located 10 miles south of Newburgh; initially occu- 
pied in 1778; designated “permanent.” 

Mission: To instruct and train the corps of cadets so that each 
cadet shall have the qualities and attributes essential to his progressive 
and continuing development throughout a lifetime career as an officer 
of the Regular Army. 

Total cost (based on price when acquired ) , $54,698,706. 

Cost of improvements (permanent and other) , $52,840,517. 

Cost of land (14,791 acres) , $1,858,189. 

Present strength : Military, 1,435 ; civilian employees, 1,902. 

Line items requested for fiscal year 1959 authorization ($5,844,000 
total) : 

Alterations to hospital. 

Cadet barracks (263 rooms). 

Modernization of Camp Buckner. 

One hundred and fifty-six family operations (Capehart). 

Detailed justification follows: 

Alterations to existing hospital ($470,000) : Project is required to 
accommodate essential services and hospital activities which will be 
displaced from the north wing of the existing hospital when it is 
demolished to provide a site for the 526 cadet barracks included in 
this fiscal year program. 

Cadet barracks (263 rooms) ($4,954,000): Project is required to. 
relieve overcrowding in cadet barracks. Present authorized strength 
of corps of cadets is 2,520. Existing barracks capacity in 2-man rooms 
is 1,676. Conversion of West Academic Building to barracks will 
house 318 men, leaving a deficiency of 263 rooms to meet the require- 
ment of housing 2 cadets per room. Need is currently being met by 
housing 3 and 4 cadets in rooms designed to be occupied by 2. If not 
provided, majority of cadets will continue to be quartered under 
adverse conditions. Since the average size of existing cadet rooms 
is approximately 300 square feet the floor area provided per cadet 
in 3-man rooms is 100 square feet per man, or far below the 180 square 
feet provided officer candidates under provisions of AR 415-31. 

Modernization of Camp Buckner (first increment) ($420,000) : 

40.1—This item provides for the replacement of nine cadet barracks. 
Existing temporary type barracks were constructed in 1932, 1943, 
and 1945. These barracks have deteriorated to such an extent that 
they cannot be maintained on an economical basis. This project is 
a portion of the first increment of a 3-year program for the rehabilita- 
tion and development of Camp Buckner. These facilities are re- 
quired for the summer phase of the third- and first-class cadet training. 
The average using population is 850 cadets, 60 officers, and 30 enlisted 
men and civilian employees. The permanence of the training phase 
requires replacement of existing facilities with semipermanent type 
facilities. The neglect of this program will result in costly future 
maintenance of existing facilities and some loss in the effectiveness of 
the mission. 

40.2—This item provides for the replacement of three company head- 
quarters building. New buildings to be of semipermanent fireproof 
type structure. Existing temporary type buildings were constructed 
in 1932, 1943, and 1945. These buildings have deteriorated to such 
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an extent that they cannot be maintained on an economical basis. This 
project is a portion of the first increment of a 3-year program for the 
rehabilitation and development of Camp Buckner. These facilities 
are required for the summer phase of the third- and first-class cadet 
training. The average using population is 850 cadets, 60 officers, and 
30 enlisted men and civilian employees. The permanence of the train- 
ing phase requires replacement with semipermanent type facilities, 

The deletion or curtailment of this program will result in costly future 

maintenance of existing facilities and some loss in the effectiveness of 
the mission. 

40.3—The Harriett Rogers House is used to provide a meeting place, 
rest rooms, and facilities “for changing clothes for female guests such 
as mothers and friends of visiting cadets since between traveling and 
participating in recreational activities during the day and social 
events at night the average guest changes clothes four times a day. 
The existing ; building contains 22 guest changing rooms and 2 hostess 
rooms. Only in emergency are guests permitted to use the rooms 
for overnight lodging. On weekends the vast number of guests have 
caused large crowds to congregate in the area while waiting for room 
assignments or meeting cadets. At present there are no facilities avail- 
able whereby these guests can relax and be comfortable. This condi- 
tion creates an unbéarable situation, especially during inclement 
weather. To alleviate this deficiency, a lounge room is to ‘be provided 
in the proposed new addition. 

The existing theater has no lobby. Existing sanitary facilities con- 
sist of outmoded outdoor latrines. “The proposed addition is to provide 
lobby space and modern washrooms. 

The rehabilitation of these buildings is a portion of the first incre- 
ment of a 3-year program for the rehabilitation and development of 
Camp Buckner. The remaining temporary buildings are scheduled 
for replacement in future MC A construction program. These facil- 
ities are required for the summer phase of the third- and first-class 

cadet training. The average using population is 850 cadets, 60 officers, 
and 30 enlisted and civilian employees. 

One hundred fifty-six family quarters (Capehart) ($0) : This proj- 
ect is required to provide permanent family housing for officer per- 
sonnel assigned to this station. In addition to existing permanent 
facilities there are also 19 substandard units located on the post which 
are currently occupied, but which must be disposed of by July 1960. 
The United States Military Academy has a singular status as a school 
in that family housing is required not for students but rather for 
officers and enlisted personnel required as instructor and support 
personnel to meet the mission of the Academy on a 24-hour Seale 
With this type of personnel, fluctuations do not occur due to the per- 
manence of authorization. The community area consists primarily 
of small rural communities of less than 5 ,000 population each; as a 
result, this area fails to possess minimum capability of adequately 
absorbing military off-post requirements. 

Number of units: 

Requested by Army : 156. 

Approved by OSD: 156. 

Estimated cost : $2,574,000. 

Authorization : Public Law 1020, 84th Congress. 





Current assets: 
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The construction of this project will enable the Department of the 
Army to provide 67 percent of the maximum gross housing requirement 
based on the long-range troop forecast. 

The Cuarrman. Without objection, the item is approved. 

The committee will take a recess until 

Mr. Rivers. 2 o’clock. 

The Cuatrman. No. 

Mr. Bates. Monday. 

The CoarrMan. Now, we worked 8 hours. 

We will take a recess until Monday morning. 

The committee is now in recess until Monday morning. 

(Whereupon, at 11:45 a, m., the committee was recessed, to recon- 
vene on Monday morning, May 26, 1958.) 





House or RepresEn'rATIVES, 
CoMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, 
Washington, D. C., Monday, May 26, 1958. 

The committee met at 9 a. m., Hon. Carl Vinson, chairman, 
presiding. 

The Cuairman. Now, let the committee come to order. 

Now, members of the committee, on Friday afternoon and Saturday, 
in further examination of this bill by Mr. Kelleher and myself, and 
taking into consideration the low priority of certain items, 1 think we 
will be warranted in going back to Fort Detrick, Md., and reducing 
that from $1,077,000 down to $795,000. 

Now, Mr. Kelleher, in the land item 

Mr. Rivers. What isthat? What page is that? 

The Cuatrrman. Page 2 of the committee bill. 

Mr. Ketiener. Page 2, line 22, Mr. Rivers. 

The CuatrmMan. Now, one is so low in priority there 

Mr. Ketiener. The item which would be stricken, Mr. Chairman, 
is four breeding buildings for guinea pigs and mice. 

The Cratrman, That is right. I think we could with propriety 
eliminate that. 

Without objection, we reduce that item to $795,000. 

Now General, that is not going to disturb you very much, to do that, 
is it? 
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General Suurer. Mr. Chairman, I must answer quite frankly to 
that question. I feel that we need it. The Army feels we need it. In 
the wisdom of this committee, if you feel, sir, that it is low priority-——— 

The Cuarrman. You are making the record in good defense. So we 
won’t embarrass you on these items. Of course, you must advocate 
and support the bill because you think it is sound everywhere. But I 
think the committee would be warranted in reducing that to $795,000. 
Without objection, it is so ordered. 

Now, then, the next one is page 4 of the committee bill 

Mr. Ketireuer. No, sir, page 2, right below Fort Detrick, the next 
one is Dugway. 

The Cuarrman. What? 

Mr. Kewiener. Right below Fort Detrick, the next item is the one 
you decided on. 

The Cuatrman. Yes, Dugway Proving Ground, Utah. 

Now, Mr. Kelleher, on page 2, line 24-——— 

Mr. Keviener. That whole item could come out, Mr. Chairman. It 
is a photo optometric instrumentation laboratory at Dugway. Family 
housing would stay on the sheet. 

The Cuarrman. All right. That is very low, too. We will strike 
that one out. 

The next one is at Fort Benning, Ga. 

Mr. Ketxieurr. Yes, sir. 

The CuarrMan. We will be warranted there in reducing that from 
$4,189,000 to $3,454,000. What will come out in the line items there? 

Mr. Kewiener. In that case, Mr. Chairman, 4 motor repair shops 
for $353,000; 2 regimental headquarters buildings, for $328,000; and 
a field changehouse would be deleted. 

The total deletion is $735,000, and the new figure is $3,454,000. 

The Cuatrman. I think the committee would be warranted in doing 
that, because it is so low in priority there is no need for putting it in 
here, just making the gap wider between appropriations and authori- 
zations. Without objection, that is agreed to. 

Then, at Fort Bragg, N. C.: reduce that item. 

Mr. Keiiruer. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. From $1,122,000 to $762,000. That is a reduction 
of $360,000. 

Mr. Ketieuer. Right. 

The Cuarrman. That is on page 4 of the committee bill. 

Mr. Ketiener. Line 8. 

The items to come out, Mr. Chairman, are 2 motor repair shops 
and a hardstand. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Mr. Ketiener. The new figure will be $762,000. 

The Cuatrman. That is right. 

Without objection, that is agreed to. 

And then at Fort Rucker, Ala.: reduce the figure from $2,826,000 to 
$2.406,000. 

What is that for? 

Mr. Keriener. A regimental motor park facility, a hardstand, two 
battalion headquarters buildings, Mr. Chairman, a total reduction 
of $420,000, for a new figure of $2,406,000. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman, could I inquire? 
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How did you arrive at the reconsideration of these? Are you going 
to cut out the motor repair pools and the hardstands, or how did you 
arrive at those reductions ? 

The Cuarrman. These are so low in priority. 

Mr. Rivers. Low in priority? I just wanted to find out for the 
record. 

Mr. Ketiener. I checked the backup records and found that there 
were facilities sufficiently operational for use by the Department. 

Mr. Rivers. I see. 

The Cuarrman. The next one is Fort Hood, Tex.: “Fort Hood, 
Tex., operational and training facilities, maintenance facilites, sup- 

ly facilities, administrative facilities, troop housng and _ utilities, 
“$6,984,000. 

We reduced that to $4,258,000. And what items are you reducing? 

Mr. Ketienrr. Three of the six barracks would come out, Mr. 
Chairman; 1 of the 2 messes; and 1 of the 2 battalion administration 
buildings. 

The Cuatrman. The bill is authorizing six messes—— 

Mr. Ketiener. Six barracks, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Six barracks. 

Mr. Ketienrr. We are leaving three. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

Mr. Ketiener. It authorizes 2 messes, and we are leaving 1. It 
authorizes 2 battalion administration buildings and we are leaving 
1in. 

The Cramman. All right. I think that will be warranted, from 
being so low in priority. Of course, I think the facts and circum- 
stances warrant diun; notwithstanding that they are at the very foot 
of the list. However, I think the committee is on sound ground in 
reducing those items there. 

Mr. Rivers. The Army is still calling barracks “barracks,” but the 
Air Force call them dormitories. What does the Navy call them? 
“Barracks” ? 

Mr. Ketiener. “Barracks”, yes, sir. 

The CHarrman. Without objection, that is agreed to. 

Now, then, we go to page 6 of the bill. 

Mr. Ketiener. Mr. Chairman, may I remind you that you wanted 
General] Shuler to start off with a discussion of telephones this morning. 

The Cuarrman. Yes. 

Mr. Ketiener. Telephone facilities. 

The Carman. Go ahead and tell us about telephones, General. 
How many telephones are you turning over to the Bell Telephone Co. 
and the other telephone companies and paying for the upkeep and 
maintenance and everything? 

General Souter. Sir, I have a special witness, Colonel Moore, from 
the Signal Corps. 

Will you come up, Colonel Moore ? 

The Cuarrman. Colonel Moore, will you please come around ? 

Mr. Ketiener. Give your full name to the reporter, please, Colonel. 

Colonel Moors. Colonel Larry R. Moore. 


The Cramman. What is your policy with reference to telephones, 
Colonel ? 
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Colonel Moors. The Department of the Army policy is that where 
we do not require to own the post system for military necessity, that 
we shall sell these to the telephone companies in the area. 

The Cuarmman. Are you turning over all the telephone equipment 
that you have, or you had in there ? 

Colonel Moors. This would be sold. The equipment there would be 
sold to the telephone company. 

The Cuatrman. Have you commenced that program? Have you 
been selling some of them ¢ 

Colonel Moors. Yes, sir; we have 34 up for sale at the moment. 

The Cuarrman. What is the total value of the 34? 

Colonel Moorr. I can’t answer that question right now, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Could I inquire, Mr. Chairman, right there ? 

Under what program is that? Getting the Government out of 
business program, or they can do it more quickly than you could? 
Could you own these facilities to start with? Certain equipment you 
can’t buy, can you? 

Colonel Moore. That is correct, sir. However 

Mr. Rivers. What is correct ? 

Colonel Moore. That we are trying to get out of the business in 
those cases where we don’t actually have to be. And the reason for 
this is because we are limited in personnel to the point where we can’t 
afford to operate in those areas in which someone else could operate 
for us. 

The Cuarrman. Now, let me develop this fact. 

Now, in the areas where you feel you should go out of business, do 
the companies furnish the quarters or you furnish the quarters? 

Colonel Moore. For the telephone system ? 

The Cuatrman. Yes. 

Colonel Moore. We in any case have to furnish the building to house 
the telephone system, sir. 

The enaeeune. Do you get a rental for your building? 

Colonel Moore. I can’t answer that, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Is the price reduced on account of you furnishing 
certain facilities ? 

Colonel Moore. I am sorry, sir. 

The Cuarman. Is the price of the service reduced on account of 
you furnishing certain facilities, or are we paying the same thing we 
would if they were furnishing them ? 

Colonel Moors. Well, where we furnish them ourselves, the rate to 
our military subscribers is possibly a little cheaper, and the cost of the 
building is not relevant to the cost of telephone service to the Govern- 
ment because equipment and maintenance only are leased. 

The Cuamman. You say possibly a little cheaper? 

Colonel Moore. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarmman. But you haven’t any information that it is cheaper? 

Mr. Ketiener. The normal situation 








Colonel Moorr. No;I won’tsay. I don’t know that, sir. 

Mr. Ketiener. The normal situation under those circumstances, 
with utilities generally, Mr. Chairman, is that where facilities are 
furnished by the Government the rate paid by the Government is 
lower. I can’t speak for these particular facilities. But normally, 
that is so. 
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Mr. Krrcni1n, May Lask? 

The CHarrMAN. Yes. 

Mr. Kircuren. Colonel, do you have one of these particular pro- 
grams in North Carolina? 

Colonel Moors. In where, sir? 

Mr. Kircurn. North C: arolina, any one of the camps there? 

Colonel Moore. Offhand, I don’t believe there are any in North 
Carolina. There may be, sir. I am not positive. I don’t have the 
list of the 34 that we have up for sale, however I will furnish the list 
for the record. 

(The list referred to follows :) 


Telephone systems proposed and approved for sale—To OSD Oct. 22, 1956 





























Civilian Military 
Remarks | personnel | personnel Initial cost 
(less (less 
operator) | operator) 

aigcssinheliaebiosnietaetiieaielgcaariaingtiiaiaiaaad iam clita aneiup — on 
Army and Navy Hospital. .....................- oe ee 1 | 0 $75, 000 
Auburn General Depot. vinnetaanaaad hen 2) 0 100, 000 
Baker, Fort (satellite of PSF) (1)... ene anew neneenne-an---e| 1 0 212, 000 
Banks, a i a ares a nate palenindbimesinaeciibenee | 1 | 0 25, 000 
Beaver Army Terminal..____- J * --| 1 0 | 14, 000 
Benecia Arsenal - . - - m 4 0 100, 000 
ae U.S. Dise iplinary Barracks s (Lompoc, Calif.) ..-_. oa 1 0 106, 000 
arlisle Barracks (2). S 5 iessehpalndeeibbiase’ 3 | 0 116, 000 
o harleston T ransportation Depot_- arena ae 1 | 0} 40, 000 
Chicago Administration (Purch asing) Center... 5522-0 oeko 3 | 0 91, 000 
Columbus General Depot-. er | EE 3 | 0 300, 000 
Ourtis Bay Storage activity.._.__- Jcteclaade stale saat 0} 0 15, 000 
Douglas, Fort (2). : " sue ; ai 2 1 163, 000 
Erie Ordnance Depot- 2 1 125, 000 
Hamilton, Fort- 1 0 185, 000 
Hancock, Fort_- iit . | 1 0 | 350, 000 
Jeffersonville Quartermaster Depot (3). hinsideilitepiipaahelinne Sétanahond i 2 | 0 | 143, 000 
Lawton, Fort ° Oe th oe ; ‘ e 5 | 3 | 172, 000 
Lordstown Military Reservation_......--------- i 2) 0} 180, 000 
MacArthur, Fort. uaa eked caadeeeeke Sttaied 3 | 3 | 275, 000 
Mason, Fort___--.-- saiirdieatphaie daddies pal 7 0 100, 000 
MeNair, Fort Lesley J_..--- + a 7 | 250, 000 

Mount Rainier Ordnance Depot (satellite ‘of Government- | 
ee nn nt acebsdeeabescasreweussaont 1} 0 | 10, 000 
I a haan ixiiten Banko 2 | 0 | 325, 000 
New Cumberland General Depot.-..........-..---------.---- | 3 0 | 188, 000 
DGD On ON WUOMNONNOD Cone nick db nde ceowascnsosdsdossey 16 | 20 | 1, 110, 000 
Presidio of Monterey. ......-.--.------ i len ei ae APTS | 0} 3 | 223, 000 
Raritan Arsenal Deiuddivabnadstcews daca 5 | 0 250, 000 
Sacramento Signal Depot. ......-.---------------------------- 3 | 0 | 275, 000 
San Jacinto Ordnance Depot...............-.------- /ajiliasdinl 1 0 56, 000 
Seott, Fort (satellite of PSF) (1)................-............. | 1 0 | 398, 000 
Totten, ee i a swe lati aeieks 3 0 227, 000 
Utah General Depot_- is dadice cere cc nden danaaniantea 4 0 330, 000 
ME <<... <a Seabsichai<pbandacidasle-dseald amaned 1 0 | 43, 000 
Dh abnacadccwsedacemglodas omeadtkhdesphtacivadlae 87 | 38 | 6, 572, 000 





steietiens followed by number in parentheses have been withdrawn from list to be sold for reasons 
given as follows: 
(1) Baker and Scott satellite on Presidio which is 6th Army Headquarters and required to be Government- 
owned for emergency purposes. 
(2) Emergency Army requirements. 
(3) Scheduled for deactivation. 
(4) Satellite of Government-owned exchange. 
Mr. Bray. Mr. Chairman 
Mr. Kircurn. Mr. Chairman, it doesn’t look like we have gotten 
sufficient information from the testimony. 
The Cuarrman. Mr. Bray. 
Mr. Bray. Has the Department of the Army made a rather thorough 
survey on this subject ? 
Colonel Moorr. Ver y much so, and we have again rec ‘ently resur- 


veyed them, sir. 
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Mr. Bray. From the information you have, although as you stated 
you did not in person make the study, is it a fact that they have de- 
termined you can get better service for the money by having it op- 
erated by the commercial company than by the Army on your post, 
especially your large posts ¢ 

Colonel Moors. No, sir, 1 would not say that. 

Mr. Bray. You don’t know whether that is true or not 4 

Colonel Moore. I don’t believe it is true, sir. I do not feel that the 
telephone company can offer us better service than we can do our- 
selves. 

Mr. Rivers. That was the point—if the gentleman will yield-— 

Mr. Bray, will you yield there? 

Mr. Bray. If that is correct, 1 mean if that is all the information he 
has, I think we should talk to somebody that has some more informa- 
tion. 

The Cuarrman. I suggest that you get all this information and come 
back here in the morning to give us a complete statement about it and 
give us a list of these places. 

Now, Mr. Bray has just raised the question and you just said in the 
negative, that you can furnish as equal service, sttbabty just as good 
or better service, than the private company ; is that correct # 

Colonel Moore. Y-s, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman 

The Cuarrman. Why are we getting out of the business, then ? 

Mr. Rivers. That is why I asked him a while ago: You were 
directed by somebody to get rid of these things and make a survey 
and get rid of X number and so forth, and that is why you did it; 
and some of them you didn’t want to get rid of it; is that right? 

Colonel Moorr. Some of them we don’t feel we can afford to get 
rid of, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. For security and lot of reasons ¢ 

The Cuarrman. When was the directive issued to go out of the 
telephone business ? 

Colonel Moore. We have not been issued a directive of that nature, 
sir, to my knowledge; however, we have a DOD policy which requires 
the military services to survey all Government-owned telephone sys- 
tems for the purpose of determining whether they should be retained 
or disposed of. 

The CaatrmMan. Well, why are you doing it, then? 

Colonel Moore. Mainly because of the shortage of military per- 
sonnel and money to continue in this operation. 

General SHuter. Mr. Chairman, I believe the colonel stated at 
the outset of his testimony, that because of the shortage of personnel 
to operate this equipment the only alternate way was to let the 
telephone companies operate it for us. 

Mr. Rivers. That is the only reason ¢ 

General Souter. That is the only reason as I understand it. 

The Cuarmman. Then if the personnel was increased and the pay 
was provided for, you would still be in the business ? 

General SuHuuer. Yes, sir. 

Colonel Moore. Yes, sir. 

General Srvter. Because we want to train our people to do this 
operation, sir. 
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The Crarrman. And therefore on the lack of money and the 
lack of personnel, you were driven out? 

General Suuter. That is right, sir. But as he stated, sir, there are 
still those we must operate, to include those requested in the fiscal year 
1959 MCA bill. 

The Cuarrman. How many people are employed in all this? 

Colonel Moorr. How many people ? 

The Cuarrman. Yes, in your whole telephone system ¢ 

Colonel Moore. Well, it depends on the size—— 

The Cuarrman. I am talking about the total. What is the total 
number of people ¢ 

Colonel Moore. I do not know that, sir, however I will furnish that 
information for the record. 

(Information furnished for the record :) 

The total number of persons assigned to operate and maintain post camp and 
station telephone exchanges within continental United States is 2,817. 

The Cuarrman. What is the total amount of money involved ? 

General Suuter. Mr. Chairman—— 

The Cuarrman. Are they civil service employees or are they Army 
personnel ? 

Colonel Moore. Well, they are mostly civil service employees, sir. 

The Cuarrman. You get up all that information—— 

General Suuter. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman (continuing). Colonel, and bring it up here to- 
morrow. 

(The information requested follows :) 


Total cost and personnel now assigned to operate and maintain CONUS post, camp 
and. station telephone exchanges (Government and commercially owned ) 


< 
Personne] assigned =| | | | 
ai ____| Number | Number Recurring 































} 

} jof manual) of dial | Initial cost cost 

| Mili- | Civil- | Total lines lines 

tary | ian 
Jenison tnaninisntsnss tinned scoala ania A saa 
Signal Corps......-.------------ | 95] 135} 160} 2,247] 10,986 5,180,850 822, 000 
Chemical Corps...........-...-- a 0 | 0 | 10 480 6,000 | 2, 568, 000 10 
Ordnance Corps.-..-------------- 10 | 442 452} 9,511 | 36,906 | 18,091,250 | 1, 423, 000 
Medical Service.....------------- | 11 94 105 790 | 3,286 | 1,590,900 333, 000 
Quartermaster Corps-.....-.----- 8 | 164 172 2, 976 8,815 | 4, 567, 600 906, 000 
Engineer Corps. .....------------ 3] 5 79 | 906 3,101 | 1, 557, 500 434, 000 
Transportation Corps... -------- 12 47 59 | 2,325 5,012 | 2,818, 550 257, 000 
Military District of Washington- 29 | 38 67 | 2, 054 2, 150 1, 578, 900 226, 000 
Ist Army........-..--.-----.--.-.|  67| 202] 250] 5,384] 10,280| 5,996,400 846, 000 
arti ico icabu dine eakde emis ien 5 50 55 | 4,212 13, 830 | 7, 006, 200 984, 000 
EE. «coins cunnnansesuauapie 282 292 574 | 2, 786 25,000 | 10,975,100 | 1, 666, 000 
RS ing aulenemtiniet ean 81 201 282 | 4, 192 13,400 | 6,827, 200 1, 146, 000 
lt BE cn ndasdvencnom intends 40 175 215 | 6, 967 14, 442 | 8,215, 250 842, 000 
6th Army-.---- cae atuaeendel 131 | 169 300 | 3, 710 15, 599 7, 588, 100 1, 210, 000 
U. 8. Military Academy ~---2---| 15 23 | 38 | 358 1, 850 865, 300 135, 000 
Total.......- Cutie ae | 2,083 | 2,817 | 48,808 | 170,657 | 85,377,100 | 11, 230, 000 
j | | | 

















1 Personnel and cost data applicable to operation of telephone exchanges at chemical installation are 
charged to the Army Industrial Fund Appropriation and are not available under the reporting system. 


Mr. Bray. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask one question: Who is 
the person over you—which one of the Secretaries of the Army is it 
that would give this direction ? 

Colonel Moore. This would come from the Assistant Secretary—— 

Mr. Smarr. Higgins, for Materiel. 

Colonel Moorr. Yes, sir. 
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The CuarrmMan. We will have Mr. Higgins up. 

This is a directive coming from the Department of Defense 

Mr. Rivers. No. 

Colonel Moore. This is the Army policy, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Let me inquire this one question, Mr. Chairman: Do 
you deny that any civilian directive requires that any of these facilities 
be disposed of or altered—do you categorically deny that? It is purely 
for economy reasons ? 

General Suuter. Sir, I think what he said was that we did not get 
a directive as such from the Department of Defense to do it, but that 
this is an Army policy brought about partly by the shortage of per- 
sonnel and money. 

Mr. Rivers. Let’s find out about this. You mean because you didn’t 
have the money to hire these people you had to do it, or somebody 
directed you to do it? 

Colonel Moore. It isn’t so much the money, sir, but it is the ceiling 
on personnel of the Army. The Signal Corps has a certain percentage 
of the overall Army personnel. Our jobs are increasing in new fields 
to the point where if we can get out of business here we have to have 
personnel to do other jobs. 

Mr. Rivers. That is your own conclusion? 

Colonel Moorg. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. I just wanted to find that out for the record. 

Mr. Krreut. Right at that point, did I understand you to say that 
the majority of personnel is civil service ? 

Colonel Moore. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kircuty. Rather than military ? 

Colonel Moore. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. You get a little more information and come back 
in the morning, please, sir. 

Colonel Moore. Very well, sir. 

The Cuarrman. We will turn to page 6 of the bill: 

Armed Forces special weapons, various locations: Maintenance facilities, 
community facilities, and utilities, $273,000. 

Mr. Keuiener. Page 99 in the book. 

The Cuarrman. Page 99 in the book. 

Mr. Ketiener. We are in open session, Mr. Chairman. 

The CuatrMan. Yes, open session. Ninety-nine. I am trusting we 
can discuss all these matters in open session. I think we can, because 
we want the public to know something about it. 

Mr. Rivers. Is this where we left off on Friday ? 

The Cuatrrman. This is where we left off on Friday. 

Mr. Ketienuer. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Ninety-nine ? 

Mr. Ketieuer. Bossier Base, La. 

The Cuatrman. All right, General; go ahead now. 

General SHuter. The Armed Forces special weapons project is an 
agency of the Secretary of Defense and of the three military depart- 
ments. Its mission is to furnish technical, logistical, and training 
services to the Departments in connection with weapons of great im- 
portance to the national defense. 





’ 
' 





The Armed Forces special weapons project responsibilities include 
Sandia Base at Albuquerque, N. Mex., a field command at. Sandia 
Base, the project headquarters, and various subordinate installations. 

Initial construction of subordinate installations includes all facili- 
ties essential to the operational and storage mission, and basic ad- 
ministrative facilities. 

The Army does not fund for either this construction or for the fol- 
lowing: Major additions to operational and storage facilities, major 
reconstruction and rehabilitation of operational and storage facilities, 
and minor new construction and modification of operational faciliites. 

Maintenance and operation of the installation after completion is 
provided from Armed Forces special weapons funds. 

Supplemental community-type facilities of primary interest to the 
Department of Defense are for administrative purposes included in 
the public works budget request of the Department of the Army. 

For fiscal year 1959, we are requesting a total of $273,000, distributed 
by installation as follows: Killeen Base, $31,000; Bossier Base, $42,- 
000; Lake Mead Base, $161,000; and Sandia Base, $39,000. 

Sir, these, in,general, are welfare and morale facilities at these 
isolated bases. 

Killeen Base, Tex.: AFSWP; installation located 714 miles west of 
Killeen ; initially occupied in 1948; designated “Permanent.” 

Mission : Classified. 

Total cost (based on price when acquired ) , $26,858,997. 

Cost of improvements (permanent and other) , $26,858,997. 

Cost of land: (Land area and cost included in Fort Hood summary.) 

Present strength: Military, 834; civilian employees, 121. 

Line items requested for fiscal year 1959 authorization ($31,000 
total) : Signal maintenance shop. 

Detailed justification follows: 

Signal maintenance shop ($31,000): This structure is required to 
provide an adequate facility in which to perform first and second 
echelon maintenance upon delicate radio, cryptographic, and telephone 
equipment. Maintenance of such equipment requires ‘temperature 
and humidity control and a relatively dust-free atmosphere. Ex- 
pansion of requirements for this type of work at Killeen Base has 
necessitated temporary conversion of the paint shop portion of the 
automotive maintenance shop for signal maintenance. This facility 
does not provide suitable temperature and humidity control nor pro- 
tection against dust. Due to occupancy of the paint shop portion of 
the automotive maintenance shop by signal maintenance, painting 
of vehicles is performed out of doors. This situation results in an 
unacceptable standard of maintenance for signal equipment and an 
unsuitable environment for painting of vehicles. This situation will 
continue if the required facility is not provided. Existing facility 
will revert to automotive paint shop upon completion of this project. 

Bossier Base, La.: AFSWP; installation located 4 miles southeast 
of Bossier City; initially occupied in 1951; designated “Permanent.” 

Mission : Classified. 

Total cost (based on price when acquired) , $8,654,276. 

Cost of improvements (permanent and other) , $8,654,276. 

Cost of land (578 acres), none 

Present strength : Military, 756 ; civilian employees, 90. 


20066—58— No. 86——-138 
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Line items requested for fiscal year 1959 authorization ($42,000 

total) : 
Hobby shop. 
Two hundred family quarters (Capehart). 

Detailed justification follows: 

Hobby shop ($42,00) : This project is required to provide standby 
off-duty personnel with suitable hobby shop facilities designed to ma- 
terially assist in maintaining high standards of morale required at 
Bossier Base. The mission of Bossier Base is such that movements of 
off-duty personnel are greatly restricted. Strict security regulations 
require standby guard forces on the base during all hours. Due to the 
staggered duty hours, the utilization of this hobby shop will extend 
over a period of approximately 14 hours a day. At present, hobby 
shop facilities are housed in a temporary one-story wooden building 
constructed in 1953. This building is too small to safely use the man 
and varied tools and machines normally associated with this type facil- 
ity. Existing facility will be retained for storage use. If this project 
is not provided, personnel will be deprived of a valuable morale and 
walfare activity, and it will be necessary to maintain the existing build- 
ing in a usable condition for which repair funds expenditure is not 
economically justifiable. 

Two hundred family quarters (Capehart) ($0) : This project is re- 
quired to provide an increment of the permanent family housing for 
officer and enlisted personnel assigned to this station. Bossier base 
provides technical, logistical, and operational support to the armed 
services in connection with weapons vital to the defense of the United 
States and in addition supports Barksdale Air Force Base. This re- 
quires the maintenance of a sizable number of essential personnel in a 
continuous 24-hour alert status and the ability to expand this alert 
force within 2 hours to a work force capable of full-scale production. 
There are no family quarters on the base. Married personnel’ live 
in adjacent communities, and must travel roads and highways over- 
crowded under ordinary peacetime conditions which, under alert con- 
ditions, would be jammed beyond capacity. 

Number of units: 

Requested by-Army : 200. 

Approved by OSD: 200. 

Estimated. cost : $3,300,000. 

Authorization : Public Law 1020, 84th Congress. 

Current assets: 


I eS 0 basemen sich ee sont hewibae tt tet sits ems 0 
a ta Sa tessa tp bh —aninsng ns og ic SS npentnsipam ening ap emncpenrilvtspcipe 0 
Existing Capehart_.-_..___-_-~__ a 0 
hel cecescas pshrneeunalrmneseeeneinee—areveitn a steele ied 200 
II TINIE a BS PS elec el eee et aos 17 
ta ln tin cahagig eae te at be pi ve ie en ht em cl pt inn ange 217 
Requirements (based on long-range troop strength) : 

Cerne are Ser ermare Gisuen MOR. os eee 229 
Io tia tava ne ie ieee iat ealadah lek eh te SAR 158 
Besential civilians._............-. i a Saat 6s sh ORE oh kare be chid Sy. aegis 12 
gg 


Mg aclecese co: acer gsi oe aE 398 
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The construction of this project will enable the Department of the 
Army to provide 90 percent of the maximum gross housing require- 
ment based on the long-range troop forecast. 

Lake Mead base, Nev. : Armed Forces special weapons project ; in- 
stallation located 8 miles northeast of North Las Vegas; initially oc- 
cupied in 1954; designated “permanent.” 

Mission : Classified. 

Total cost (based on price when acquired ) , $13,381,667. 

Cost of improvements (permanent and other), $13,377,487. 

Cost of land (7,735 acres) , $4,180. 

Present strength : Military, 805 ; civilian employees, 96. 

Line items requested for fiscal year 1959 authorization ($161,000 
total) : Noncommissioned officers’ mess. 

Detailed justification follows: 

Noncommissioned officers’ open mess ($161,000) : This facility is re- 
quired to provide an adequate meeting place for 255 noncommissioned 

officers and their families. There is no facility at Lake Mead base for 
ordinary social activities of this group. Many noncommissioned offi- 
cer personnel seek recreational and social life in Las Vegas, Nev., 
which, due to the predominance of gambling as the chief form of rec- 
reation, is not considered desirable for personnel engaged in highly 
classified work and is greatly beyond,the financial means.of military 
rsonnel. If this noncommissioned officer mess is not provided, per- 
sonnel] will be denied facilities required for the high level of morale 
required at Armed Forces special weapons project installations. 
Sandia Base, N. Mex.: Armed Forces special w eapons project; in- 
stallation located at Albuquerque; initially occupied in 1942; desig- 
nated “permanent.” 

Mission : Training, technical, logistical, and operational support of 
Armed Forces special w eapons project. 

Total cost (based on price.when acquired), $45,941,981. 

Cost of improvements ( persienens and other), $45 269, 645. 

Cost of land (44,388 acres), $672,336. 

Present strength : Military, 2,083 ; "civilian employees, 1,428. 

Line items requested for fiscal year 1959 authorization ($39,000 
total) : 

Evaporative cooling, WAC barracks, and bachelor officers’ 
quarters. 
Two hundred and thirteen family quarters (Capehart). 

Detailed justification follows: 

Evaporative cooling, WAC barracks, and bachelor officers’ quar- 
ters ($39,000): This project is required to provide acceptable living 
conditions essential for promotion of health and well-being of per- 
sonnel residing therein. It is essential that evaporative cooling be 
provided in order that occupants will have cool and comfortable sur- 
roundings in which to relax during off-duty hours. Saudia Base is 
located in an area having a high sunload (78 percent sunshine as com- 
pared with the national average of 60 percent) and low humidity 
typical of arid desert terrain (humidity averages 20 percent during 
afternoon periods). The need for this cooling is best indicated by the 
fact that heat absorbed by the flat roofs and : masonry walls is trans- 
ferred into the buildings for several hours after sundown and during 
the period of off-duty relaxation. This area is a mile above sea level, 
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and is subject to greater intensity of the sun’s rays. Evaporative cool- 
ing is uniformly installed in up-to-date residences and places of busi- 
ness in Albuquerque and throughout housing and all other bachelor 
officers’ quarters at Sandia Base. Failure to provide this cooling will 
result in military personnel at the base living under conditions which 
adversely affect their health and efficiency. 

Mr. Rivers. Could I inquire, Mr. Chairman ? 

Whereis Bossier? Isn’t Bossier in Shreveport, La. ? 

General Suvter. It is in Louisiana, sir, and I believe-—— 

Mr. Rivers. It is mighty close to Shreveport. 

General Suuier. Next to Shreveport. 

Mr. Rivers. Mighty close to Shreveport. 

General Suuter. Yes, sir. 

The Cuamman. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Take the next item. “Various locations: Maintenance facilities, 
$6,311,000. Tactical installations support facilities.” 

General Suuuer. Tactical support facilities: ARADCOM;; installa- 
tion located in continental United States. fai 

Mission: Facilities, at various locations, to support Army antiair- 
craft and guided-missile units, made up of Active Army, United States 
Army Reserve, Reserve Officers’ Training Corps, and National Guard 
units. . 

Total cost (based on price when acquired ), not available. 

Cost of improvements (permanent and other), not available. 

Cost of land (acres, not available), not available. 

Present strength: Military, not available; civilian employees, not 
available. 

Line items requested for fiscal year 1959 authorization ($6,311,000 
total) : Guided missile field maintenance shops. 

Detailed justification follows: 

Guided missile field maintenance shops ($6,311,000): Project is 
required to provide logistic support facilities for surface-to-air missile 
operations in areas where insufficient or no facilities exist for the 
field maintenance of guided missiles and ordnance, signal, and/or engi- 
neer equipment. These facilities are essential for the support of 
tactical units at the time of deployment. Failure to nee these 
facilities will adversely affect maintenance capabilities required for 
proper conduct of assigned mission. 

The Cuarrman. What page in the book is that ? 

Mr. Keviener. 105, Mr. Chairman. 

General Suuter. Mr. Chairman, these are maintenance shops for 
signal maintenance, ordnance maintenance, and engineer maintenance 
for our Nike and Hawk system. They give us the close field mainte- 
nance we need, sir, to keep our missiles ready to fire at all times. 

The Cuamman. Now, let’ssee. They are for what ? 

General Suuter. These are signal, ordnance, and engineering main- 
tenance shops—guided missile maintenance shops to keep our Nike 
and Hawk system functioning at all times, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. That is under the Continental Air Command setup? 

General Suuter. That is right, sir, the Nike and Hawk is. 

The Cuarrman. Without objection, that item is approved. 

Now, “Outside continental United States, Alaskan area. Fielson 
Air Force Base : Operational and training facilities, $222,000.” 
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General Suuter. Kielson AFB (Army): USARAL; installation 
located 23 miles northwest of Fairbanks ; initially occupied i in 1944; 
designated “permanent.” 

Mission : br ‘ound and antiaircraft and logistical support of Army 
units in northern Alaska. 

Total cost of land and improvements accounted for by Alaskan Air 
Command. 

Present strength: Military, 1,852; civilian employees, 11. 

Line items requested for fiscal year 1959 authorization ($222,000 
total): Field training facilities. 

Detailed justification follows: 

Field training facilities ($2 229 3000) : This item is required to pro- 
vide adequate field and tactical training of troops assigned to this 
installation, including infantry, field artillery, and tank units. Exist- 
ing facilities consists of an obsolete 20 point KD rifle range. There 
are no existing facilities for the type of training required to be con- 
ducted on the proposed facilities. The existing KD rifle range will 
continue in use for certain types of competitive firing. W ithout the 
proposed training facilities, adequate troop training cannot be ac- 
complished, leaving unqualified personnel to handle the Army’s basic 
mission. The mock practice areas are located north of North Street. 
The 15 point small-bore range will be loctted in the basement of exist- 
ing enilsted men’s barracks. Other facilities will be located in the 
Beaver Creek withdrawal area of 256,000 acres, adjacent to and east- 
erly of Eielson AFB. 

Mr. Keviener. Page 108. 

The Cuarman. All right. 

What have you to say about that { 

General SHuter. Mr. Chairman, we have the mission in Alaska 
for the ground security of the Air Force bases there. 

This facility is needed to keep our people proficient in their arms, 
to carry out this mission of protection. 

They do not now have any proper facilities to train for this mis- 
sion, sir, and this would give them the ranges necessary to become 
proficient in their weapons. 

The Cuarrman. Now, this is very low in your priority also. 

And in studying this Saturday, we concluded that we could with 
propriety forget it for this go round. 

Now, Mr. Kelleher, what is it? 

Mr. Kexxiener. It is the whole item, Mr. Chairman. 

The CuarrMan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Ketienver. Field training facilities as described by General 
Shuler. 

The CHatrman. That is right. 

I think we will let this one go by without any disturbance to the 
aren in Alaska. Without objection, we will delete this item 

rom the bill. 

Now, Fairbanks, $7,000, for real estate. What about that one, 
General ? 

General Suuter. Fairbanks permafrost research area: Alaska (en- 
gineers) ; installation located 2 miles northeast of Fairbanks; ini- 
tially occupied in 1946; designated “temporary.” 
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Mission: Performance of field tests of construction methods in 
permafrost areas for use in the development of design criteria for 
military construction in arctic and subarctic regions. 

Total cost (based on price when acquired ), none. 

Cost of improvements (permanent and other), none. 

Cost of land (———— acres), none. 

Present strength: Military, none; civilian employees, none. 

Line items requested for fiscal year 1959 authorization ($7,000 to- 
tal) : Land acquisition. 

Detailed justification follows: 

Land acquisition ($7,000): The land comprising the Fairbanks 

ermafrost research area is required in the continuing research and 
investigation of military construction on permanently frozen ground 
to develop design methods and criteria. Of the total area required 
120 acres is public domain and 13.64 acres is privately owned. The 
orivately owned land was under lease at $1 per annum until Decem- 
a 31, 1956; ownership of the company owning the land has changed 
hands, and the new owner no longer wishes to lease but wishes to 
sell the property. He has granted use of the land to the Government 
free of rental until June 1, 1958, in order to provide time in which 
funds can be appropriated for acquisition of the land. This item 
proposes acquisition of the 13.64 acres of privately owned land. If 
this land is not acquired the owner intends to sell and there probably 
will be no likelihood of leasing from any new owner. Termination 
of the use of these 13.64 acres would interrupt the accumulation of 
data which are required over a period of years, and would render in- 
complete and useless much of the data which have been obtained by 
the Government at a cost of several hundred thousands of dollars. 

General Suuter. Sir, this is a piece of privately owned land which 
was under lease by us at $1 per year until December 31, 1956. The 
ownership of the company owning the land has changed hands and 
the new owner no longer wishes to lease it but wishes to sell it, and he 
has let us use it until we can—until actually June 1, 1958, and until 
we can come to Congress and get authority to acquire it. 

Now, the reason we need this, sir, is that we have many: thousands 
of dollars of experimentation in this ground in connection with ex- 
perimenting with permafrost for construction, and we will lose, sir, 
several hundred thousand dollars of data that we have collected and 
are collecting if we don’t retain this land and all the things we have in 
it for experimentation. 

The Cuatrman. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Now, the next one is the Pacific Command Area. 

Mr. Rivers. Could I ask the general, Mr. Chairman: 

Is that a policy of the Army, to go out here and put a terrific 
investment on something with no more permanence there than that? 

General Suuter. Sir, we have 120 acres up there which is public 
domain, which we are on, and then we have this 13.64 acres privately 
owned, which we had a lease on. 

I would agree with the Congressman that it would have been safer 
to have had a better hold on the land than we did. 

Mr. Rivers. It seems to me it would be better planning. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Mr. Rivers. I hope you don’t do that thing too often. 
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The Cuatrman. The next one is Kawaihae Harbor, T. H., “Opera- 
tional and training facilities, $240,000.” 

General Suvuter. Kawaihae Harbor, Hawaii: USARPAC; instal- 
lation located 5 miles west of Kamuela; initially occupied in 1956; 
designated “temporary.” 

Mission: Port of embarkation to Pohakuloa training area. 

Total cost (based on price when acquired), none. 

Cost of improvements (permanent and other), none. 

Cost of land (———— acres), none. 

Present strength: Military, not available; civilian employees, not 
available. 

Line items requested for fiscal year 1959 authorization ($240,000 
total) : LST facility. 

Detailed justification follows: 

LST facility ($240,000) : Pohakuloa training area on the island of 
Hawaii is utilized jointly by the 25th Infantry Division, the Ma- 
rines and the Hawaii National Guard for training problems and 
tests. Troops from Oahu are transported to the island of Hawaii 
on LST’s. Currently, the LST’s can dock either at Hilo Harbor, a 
deep water port or at Kawaihae, at present a barge harbor. Kawai- 
hae is 52 miles or 6 hours LST sailing time closer to Honolulu than 
Hilo. The overland distance from Tilo to Pohakuloa is 56 miles 
while the distance from Kawaihae to Pohakuloa is only 36 miles. 
Moreover, the former route passes through the city of Hilo and other 
inhabited towns. The latter route traverses pastures and farmlands. 
It is therefore advantageous to utilize Kawaihae whenever possible. 

Currently LST’s land at Kawaihae whenever weather permits. 
During the Army maneuvers in 1956 at Pohakuloa training area, 
the LST’s landing at Kawaihae experienced great difficulty in enter- 
ing the barge channel. The existing turning basin is of insufficient 
size for an LST to turn, therefore, it is necessary for the vessel to 
back out of the harbor through the narrow entrance channel. 

LST’s landing at Hilo pay full wharfage and dockage fees to 
the Territory of Hawaii and LST’s landing at Kawaihae pay full 
dockage and one-half wharfage fees. 

Improvement of Kawaihae Harbor to a deep water port is au- 
thorized by the River and Harbor Act approved May 17, 1950. 
Funds in the amount of $4,150,000 were appropriated by Congress. 
Construction of causeways, dikes, and revetments at cost of $696,419 
were completed by the district engineer in July 1954. A contract 
for dredging of the harbor at $2,367,000 was awarded in July 1957. 
The total estimated cost of improvements to the harbor is approxi- 
mately $6 million. Completion of the improvements will eliminate 
the present beach on which LST’s land. 

In conjunction with developments to the Kawaihae Harbor, the 
Honolulu district engineer has prepared plans for an LST landing 
facility for mooring of 2 LST’s at the south corner of the harbor 
basin. The facility includes a berthing area 250 by 375 feet dredged 
to 11 feet with 2 feet overdepth referred to mean lower low water, 
3 creosoted-timber-pile dolphins and a reinforced concrete ramp 
49 feet 7 inches by 90 feet. Estimated cost of the facility, if con- 
structed concurrently with the Kawaihae Harbor improvements, is 
$154,000 and if not constructed concurrently is $250,000. 














The Board of Harbor Commissioners, Territory of Hawaii, has 
granted relief from payment of wharfage and dockage fees for Gov- 
ernment vessels at the LST facility. The estimated annual savings 
to the Government if Kawaihae is used instead of Hilo Harbor 
follow: 


Savings in steaming time of $810 per LST trip___-______--_-___-________ $85, 860 
Savings in training time of $400 per LST trip--__-_--_----_------___- 21, 200 
Savings in wharfage and dockage fees__.....--_--_--_--_--_--_-.-- 31, 800 

RD ek cect Nda lace cccneccncinsl tease beer ip td bores ahh ected dA aekbe 138, 860 


Mr. Rivers. What page is that ? 

Mr. Keviener. That is page 111, Mr. Rivers. 

The Cuarrman. Now, in studying this bill, we found this is very 
low in priority. I am just wondering why this whole item shouldn't 
be eliminated. 

General Suutrr. Mr. Chairman, this is an item that will allow us 
to dock our LST’s in bringing the troops over from the island of Oahu 
on their training missions, and we will be able to save $138,000 annually 
over having to dock at Hilo, which is on the island of Hawaii. 

Naturally, we could continue to get along after a fashion. When 
you got stormy weather over there, we cannot beach these LST craft, 
and it is costing us this amount of money more by using Hilo, which 
is a deep harbor, than it would be to construct this facility. That is 
simply the story on it, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Why do you give it such a low priority? That looks 
like to me it ought to have a high priority. 

General Suvxer. Mr. Rivers, I believe the low priority the chair- 
man refers to is in our funding plan, which is presently being sub- 
mitted to the Appropriations C ommittees of C ongress. 

It doesn’t mean that it is a low priority as far as I am concerned 
in the total requirements the Army has, but it is a lower priority in the 
small amount of request we have been allowed to make to this com- 
mittee. 

The Cuarrman. I think now—of course, we are going to hear from 
the Delegate from Hawaii. But the way I view it, we could with 
propriety also leave this item out without in any way affecting your 
operation over there. 

Have you any comment you care to make, Mr. Burns ¢ 

Mr. Burns. Mr. C hairman, I would like to comment on that. 

The CuarrMan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Burns. Actually, this is a brand new harbor that is just being 
completed by the United States engineers. The harbor is not too 
far away from the training gr ounds for the operational readiness of 
the 25th Division, which is our force out in the Pacific. 

I think it is essential to your training, actually. I can’t understand 
a low priority in this particular area, because this is your basic train- 
ing ground for your firing of guns and your actual combat training. 

Mr. Rivers. It looks to me 

The CuatrMan. Have you any ything tosay, General ? 

General Suvter. It will save us this money and what the Congress- 
man said is true, but it still is in a relatively low priority in the total 
amount we were allowed to come to this committee with. 

The Cuatrman. There is not much involved in it, only $240,000. 

We will let the item stay in the bill. 
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Mr. Bray. I would like to ask a question: Where is this location? 
I know Mr. Burns would know. 

Mr. Burns. Kawaihae is on the Kona coast. It is a new construc- 
tion, down below your Saddle Road where your training is located. 

Mr. Bray. Oh. 

The Cuarrman. Without objection, the item stays in the bill. 

Th next one is Schofield Barracks. ‘That appears to be all right: 
$593,000. 

General SuHuter. Schofield Barracks, Hawaii: UDSARPAC; instal- 
lation located 17 miles northwest of Honolulu; initially occupied in 
1899 ; designated “permanent.” 

Mission: Administration, housing, and training facilities for troops 
as peacetime garrison; headquarters for 25th Infantry Division and 
Schofield Barracks ; depot and repair facilities for Ordnance, chemical 
and engineer; water reservoir for Schofield Barracks; facilities for 
quartermaster and Hawaiian Medical Depot; annex for Tripler 
United States Army Hospital; stockade; facilities for United States 
Army, Pacific, Personnel Center including reception, induction, and 
separation; AAA training facilities. 

Total cost (based on price when acquired ) , $39,320,787. 

Cost of improvements (permanent and othe or), $39, ,262,885. 

Cost of land (14,229 acres) , $57,902. 

Present strength : Military, 12,016, civilian employees, 1,336. 

Line items requested for fiscal year 1959 authorization ($59,000 
total) : 

Bachelor Officers’ quarters. 
Three hundred ind eighty-five quarters (Capehart). 

Detailed justification follows: 

Bachelor officers’ quarters ($593,000) : Project is required to pro- 
vide permanent bachelor officers’ quarters consistent with permanent 
péacetime construction criteria. Existing facilities consist of con- 
verted emergency-type buildings which are in poor condition and 
a amed for demolition to provide sites for the school, to be built 
vy the Territory of Hawaii, and for approved family housing con- 
struction, and also some structures which have deteriorated beyond 
economical repair. Elimination of this project will result in a 
critical shortage of adequate bachelor quarters. 

Mr. Keener. Page 112. 

The CHamman. The next is Fort Shafter. That appears to be all 
right. $2,925,000. 

General Suuter. Fort Shafter, T. H.: USARPAC; installation 
located 3 miles northwest of Honolulu; initially occupied in 1907; 
designated ose manent.” 

Mission: Provides headquarters facilities for United States Army, 
Pacific; headquarters and facilities for United States Army Base 
Command, Hawaii; family quarters for headquarters personnel ; ; troop 
housing; post headquarters for Fort Shafter and subinstallations ; 
Signal a Quartermaster service, map reproduction and map depot 
facilities; communications center; facilities for Army Security 
Agency. 

"Total cost (based on price when acquired) , $19,727,867 

Cost of improvements (permanent and other), $19,517,011. 

Cost of land (1,438 acres), $210,856. 

Present strength : Military, 1,476; civilian employees, 2,489. 
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Line items requested for fiscal year 1959 authorization ($2,925,000 
total) : 
Warehouse and engineer maintenance shop. 
Fire station. 
Family quarters (MCA). 
Four hundred and eighty-one family quarters (Capehart). 

Detailed justification follows: 

Warehouse and engineer maintenance shop ($2,795,000): This 
project will provide the first increment of an integrated and consoli- 
dated logistics establishment to meet the permanent requirements of 
the Army in thiscommand. Existing facilities, constructed between 
1910-20, and during World War II have outlived the period of 
economical repair, and efficient utilization due to the revised activities, 
organizations, and methods of operation of the present day Army. It 
is estimated that approximately $180,000 annual saving will be ac- 
cae as a result of this project due to reduction in personnel, 
machine tools, material handling equipment, and building mainte- 
nance costs. 

Fire station ($130,000): Project is required to provide permanent 
fire station facilities. Existing facilities are of temporary wood con- 
struction, 1929 vintage, 2-stall capacity, which is termite infested and 
has deteriorated beyend economical repair; in addition, they are in- 
adequate in size to permit efficient operation. Revisions to entrance 
to the post necessitated by construction of a new Territorial highway 
through Fort Shafter in 1958, will require an additional 10 feet of 
the building to be removed, further aggravating the now overcrowded 
condition. Upon completion of the new station the present facilities 
will be demolished. 

Sixty-four family quarters ($0) ($2,578,000) (prior authorization) : 
This project is required to provide housing for senior grade officers 
in support of the augmentation of Headquarters, United States Army, 
Pacific. There are insufficient family quarters of any type to meet 
requirements for permanent operation. Officers currently occupy 
inadequate public housing or offpost private housing, the majority 
of which are substandard or located at excessive distances. Existing 
inadequate quarters will be demolished to clear areas for construction. 

Number of units: 

Requested by Army: 64. 

Approved by OSD: 64. 

Estimated cost: $2,578,000. 

Authorization: Public Law 161, 84th Congress. 


Current assets: 
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The construction of this project will enable the Department of the 
Army to provide 62 percent of the maximum gross housing require- 
ment based on the long-range troop forecast. 

Four hundred and. eighty- -one family quarters (Capehart) ($0): 
This project is required to provide an increment of the permanent 
family housing for officer and enlisted personnel assigned to this sta- 
tion. In addition to existing permanent facilities there are also 386 
substandard units located on the post which are currently occupied. 
The substandard units are converted temporary hospital wards and 
barracks.or are inadequate units due to size, age, and type of construc- 
tion. The old structures are beyond the point of economical mainte- 
nance due to termite action or rot. Community support is not ex- 
pected to increase as civilian housing in Honolulu remains critical and 
rent control is still in effect. Failure to provide this project will re- 
quire continued occupation of inadequate public quarters and civilian 
housing. 

Number of units: 

Requested by Army: 481. 

Approved by OSD: 481. 

Estimated cost : $7,936,500. 

Authorization: Public Law 1020, 84th Congress. 

Current assets : 
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The construction of this project will enable the Department of the 
Army to provide 62 percent of the maximum gross housing require- 
ment based on the long-range troop forecast. 

Mr. Burns. Mr. Chairman, could I ask a question here, sir? 

The CuarrmMan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Burns. I would like to find out what they are talking about 
when they say “subinstallations.” Do you mean Fort DeRussey ? ? 

General Situner. Which page is that on,’sir? Is that on the family 
housing ? 

Mr. Burns. That is 113; that is right, sir. 

General Suuter. Fort DeRussey is a subinstallation of Fort Shaf- 
ter; yes, sir. 

Mr. Burns. Is that a commitment in here, that you will build on 
Fort DeRussey ground? That question is supposed to be studied by 
the Department of the Ar my ? 

General Suuter. This is not a commitment, sir, because that has not 
been approved in Washington. That is a plan of the command; yes, 
sir. 

Mr. Burns. Thank you, sir. 














Mr. Bray. One question here. 
On Fort Shafter: Are all thoso facilities on Fort Shafter proper, 


or—here you say “Supply facilities, maintenance facilities, family 
housing, and community facilities.” Are you erecting family housing 
on Shafter ? 

General Suuter. Sir, we wish to erect the warehouse and engineer 
maintenance shop and ‘the air station and some family housing on 


Fort Shafter ; yes, sir. 
Mr. Bray. That will be appropriated housing, I presume, or Cape- 


hart ? 

General Suuter. Sir, the family housing at Fort Shafter is appro- 
priated fund housing. There is also a Capehart request. 

The Cuarman. All right. 

Mr. Bray. This housing here is limited to Fort Shafter. None of 
it is the proposed housing at Fort Derussy. 

General Suuter. Sir, as I stated to Mr. Burns, we have not approved 
in Washington the construction of any family housing at Fort De- 
russy. The command has a plan to put part of these houses at Fort 
Derussy, but they are not approved in Washington, as I previously 
stated. 

Mr. Bray. Part of these houses, family housing, as mentioned here 
in item—what I am trying to ask is very simple. Maybe I am not 
making it plain. Is any of the housing that you mentioned here, in 
those three items, on lines 16, 17 and 18, on page 6 of the bill—are 
any of those items that will be at Fort Derussy, if it is approved ? 

General Suvuter. If it is approved, sir, by the Department of. De- 
fense and by the Congress, that would be in accordance with the desires 
of the command, Pacific Command. 

Mr. Bray. Well, then, you are asking for it, then—if you under- 
stood my question properly? You are asking for this Fort Derussy 
before it has been approved by even the Department of the Army? : 

General Suuter. We have not—— 

Mr. Bray. Then I object to this entire item. Because you say 
Shafter here, and now it says that the plan is Derussy. 

General Suuter. Mr. Bray, if the Congress would not allow us to 
put it at Fort Derussy after we had m: ude the decision at the highest 
level to put it at Derussy, we would hope to get the family housing and 
put it at Shafter and not lose the number of houses, sir. 

Mr. Bray. I wish the items would plainly speak the truth, and I 
object to this item until it speaks the facts. 

Mr. Kewiiener. Mr. Bray, the plans of the Army, although not 
fully approved, do indeed contemplate putting some of this housing 
on Fort Derussy. 

Mr. Bray. There are many reasons w hy Fort Derussy should be 
gone into very thoroughly, and for that reason I object to this item in 
the bill, if it is contemplated that would be an authorization for Fort 
Derussy when it says Shafter. 

Now, that is a matter that should be made a full-scale hearing. 
There are many things to be gone into, as the general is aware in the 
matter, of anything at Fort Der ussy. 

I object to this item 
The Cuatrman. Schofield Barracks and Fort Shafter ? 
Mr. Ketiener. Fort Shafter is the only one. 
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The CHamMan. We will pass these items over 

Mr. Kexxiever. Schofield Barracks was not involved in this dis- 
cussion, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuatrman. Wasn’t it? 

Mr. Ketitener. No, only Fort Shafter. 

The CuarrmMan. All right, we approve Schofield Barracks. 
Fort Shafter. 

Mr. Keuiener. All right. 

The Cuatrman. Now, Korea: “Operational and training facilities, 
supply facilities, and utilities,” $904,000. 

That seems to be correct. 

General SuutEr. Korea: AFFE-8A;; installation located, ———; 
initially occupied in ———-; designated “temporary.” 

Mission: To command all United States Army Forces assigned or 
attached in Korea and to exercise operational control over United 
Nations, Republic of Korea and over such other ground forces as may 
be provided by the commander in chief, United Nation Command. 
To provide logistical support for such United Nation or Republic 
of Korea forces or agencies as may be directed and to be prepared to 
militarily support United States interests in preservation of the inde- 
pendence of the Republic of Korea as such action may be directed by 
the commander in chief, Far East Command. 

Total cost (based on price when acquired ), none. 

Cost of improvements (permanent and other), none. 

Cost of land ( acres), none. 

Present strength: Military, not available; civilian employees, not 
available. 

Line items requested for fiscal year 1959 authorization ($8,047,000 
total) : 

Storage and maintenance facilities 
Improcement of troop facilities 

Detailed justification follows: 

Storage and maintenance facilities (classified) ($7,148,000) : To 
provide storage and maintenance facilities of a classified nature and 
scope for units deployed in this geographical area. 

Improvement of troop facilities ($904,000) : This project is required 
to continue the basic development of utilities and improvements to 
troop living conditions and logistic support facilities which began in 
fiscal year 1956, when in an effort to ameliorate the substandard living 
conditions of the troops in Korea, Department of the Army initiated 
a troop facilities improvement program for the major troop areas in 
that country. This program has taken two forms, one, the furnishing 
of prefabricated buildings for barracks, latrines, messes, etc., and the 
other an integrated program of improvement of water, lighting, 
sewage, heating and general utility systems including hardstands, 
roads, and walks. To date some 4,200 prefab buildings have been fur- 
nished and erected, and the fiscal year 1957 and fiscal year 1958 MCA 
programs have included $12.9 million for the other improvements 
listed above including some logistical support items directly related to 
the troops well-being. The troops quartered in Korea are living under 
the most substandard conditions to be found generally in United 
States occupied overseas areas and failure to provide this project will 
perpetuate these unsatisfactory conditions. 











Mr. Ketiener. The second item on page 124, Mr. Chairman—only 
the second item. 

Mr. Rivers. Did we approve the Canal Zone? 

Mr. Kevtiener. We are going back to that. 

The Cuarmman. Page 124? 

Mr. Ketiener. Yes; the second item, improvement of troop facili- 
ties, $904,000. 

The Cuairman. Yes, sir; $904,000. 

Without objection, that is approved. 

Mr. Bares. What is that unknown item in there, General, under the 
estimated 

General SHuter. Under item J, sir? 

Mr. Bares. Under the estimated. 

General Suuter. Sir, that simply means we cannot master-plan a 
base-rights area like Korea, so we just don’t know what the future 
requirements will be. 

Mr. Bartrs. The whole thing? 

General SHuter. Yes, sir; that is correct. 

The CHatrman. All right. 

Caribbean Command. 

Mr. Ketxiener. Go back to page 115, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. What page in the bill? 

Mr. Smart. Page 6, line 22 and line 23. 

Mr. Kewiener. Fort Gulick. 

The CHarman. We haven’t come to that yet. 

Mr. Ketxiener. It follows Korea, sir—in the bill it follows Korea, 
but in the book it doesn’t. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Mr. Rivers. Page 115 in the book. 

The Cuarrman. “Canal Zone, maintenance facilities,” $462,000. 

That is very low in priority. 

/ General Suuter. Fort Gulick, Panama: USARCARIB;; installa- 
tion located 2 miles southeast of Cristobal; initially occupied in 1941; 
designated “permanent.” 

Mission: To furnish necessary garrison facilities for quartering and 
training of assigned units in furtherance of the overall mission of 
United States Army, Caribbean. United States Army Caribbean 
| School for Latin American and United States military personnel. 
Training of individuals for deployment in other overseas theaters. 
Total cost (based on price when acquired), $11,036,680. 

) Cost of improvements (permanent and other), $11,036,680. 
| Cost of land (1,756 acres), none. 

Present strength : Military, 623 ; civilian employees, 249. 

Line items requested for fiscal year 1959 authorization ($462,000 
total) : 

Motor repair shop and facilities. 
Hardstand, motor park. 
Detailed justification follows: 

Motor repair shop and facilities ($220,000): Item is required as 
replacement for the existing Atlantic area motor pool at Fort Davis. 
In accordance with previous Department of the Army instructions, 
operational and administrative facilities located at Fort Davis will 
be relocated to Fort Gulick. Proposed facility is required to main- 
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tain all vehicles assigned to Atlantic area. Existing facilities at Fort 
Davis will be demolished when proposed unit is completed. Disap- 
proval of this project will delay phaseout of Fort Davis. 

Hardstand motor park ($242,000) : Item is required as a supporting 
facility to provide necessary hardstand for the proposed motor park 
facilities in this program. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman, I would like to say this: In view of 
what happened in the Canal Zone the other day, we ought to keep 
everything in readiness. Now, I can see why you cut one out of 
Benning or Bragg or some of these other parts, but down there you 
have to be a contained unit. And it is imperative that you keep that 
Caribbean Command where it can handle the things within the 
organization. 

Wouldn’t you think so, General ? 

General Suurer. Mr. Rivers, this project that the chairman has 
referred to is a plan to allow the Ar my to get out of Fort Davis. We 
have facilities at Fort Davis now for this mission, and by building 
these facilities at Fort Gulick and taking over the mission there, we 
can close out Fort Davis. It is the plan to close Fort Davis even- 
tually. So it is not really 

Mr. Rivers. Wouldn’t that be in the interest of economy and good 
business ? 

General Suuver. Yes, sir; and that is what we are trying to do 
here. That is right. We certainly want to do it. 

Mr. Rivers. Why do you give it a low priority? That is a very 
sensitive command down there. 

General Suuter. Yes, sir; that is correct. But the fact that we 
have the facilities we can use now makes it a little lower priority 
than if we didn’t have them at all. 

Mr. Kircurn. How far is Gulick from Davis? 

General SHuter. General Barney, do you happen to know that ? 

General Barney. No. 

General Sauter. I will have to furnish that, sir. I am sorry. I 
don’t have that. 

But may I say this: That this motor pool is for the entire — 
Area Command. In other words, it takes care of the whole are 
one we now have at Fort Davis, and which we hope to move is Fort 
Gulick. 

I will furnish that, sir, for the record. 

(The information requested follows :) 








The distance from Fort Gulick to Fort Davis is 3 miles by road. 

Mr. Kircntn. It will serve the same purpose at Gulick as it does 
for the entire command ? 

General Suuter. That is right. 

The CHarrman. Without objection, we will strike that Fort Gulick 
out. 

Now, the next section is United States Army, Europe. 

France. 

Mr. Ketitener. Page 118. 

The CHarrman. That seems to be all right. $4,063,000. 

General Siruter. France: USAREUR. 

Mission : To provide depot level logistical support for United States 
Army troop units stationed within the jurisdiction of the European 












































Command and to provide such logistic support to Navy and Air 
Force elements as may be authorized in existing joint cross-servicing 
agreements with those services. To provide a peacetime logistical 
base of sufficient capacity to satisfy requirements for United States 
forces in European Command during normal periods and to be sufli- 
ciently flexible in base facilities to provide the greatly increased re- 
quirements of those units subsequent to mobilization. 

Totol cost (based on price when acquired), $138,148,000. 

Cost of improvements (permanent and other), $138,148,000. 

Cost of land, none. 

Present strength : Military, not available: civilian employees, not 
available. 

Line items requested for fiscal year 1959 Authorization ($4,468,000 
total) : 

Maintenance and storage facilities. 

EUCOM security facility. 

Two hundred and ninety-eight family quarters (surplus com- 
modity). 

Detailed justification follows: 

Maintenance and storage facilities ($4,063,000) : This construction 
is required to provide facilities to store and maintain we: ipons, am- 
munition, and certaiy selected items of supply and will provide com- 
mand support facilities (barracks, administration, utilities, etc.) 

required in conjunction with the storage and maintenance facilities. 

Mr. Rivers. Is this at Orleans? 

General Suuter. No, sir; not all of it. This is throughout the 
line of communication, at certain locations, sir, and not all at Or- 
Jeans. 

The Cuatrman. What page? The big book? 

Mr. Ketiener. This is page 118, Mr. Chairman. 

The CuHatrmMan. Without objection, the $4,063,000 is approved. 

Now, the next one is section 102. 

Mr. Keuuener. St: uting on page 120 of the book, Mr. Chairman. 

Now, a great deal of it is classified here, but I want to relate only 
what is available to be made known. 

The Secretary of the Army may establish or develop classified military 
installations and facilities by acquiring, constructing, converting, rehabilitating, 
or installing permanent or temporary public works, including land acquisition, 
site preparation, appurtenances, utilities, and equipment, in the total amount 
of $201,121,000. 

General Suuter. Mr. Chairman, may I break it down in open 
session for the committee, so they can see what the ingredients of the 
total amount are? 

The Cuamman. That is right. 

General Suu ter. $140,646,000 is for surface-to-air missiles 
is Nike, Hawk, and Missile Master. 

Surface-to-air missile tactical facilities: Installation located in vari- 
ous locations in continental United States and overseas. 

Mission: Provide antiaircraft defense for key military installations 
and major industrial centers in the continental United States and 
key military installations overseas. 
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Line items requested for fiscal year 1959 authorization ($140,646,000 
total) : 

Structures and facilities: Conus and overseas. 
Land acquisition : Conus and overseas. 

Detailed justification follows: 

Structures and facilities ($130,904,000) : To support increments of 
the fiscal year 1960 and fiscal year 1961 Conus and overseas surface- 
to-air missile deployment objectives. 

Land acquisition ($9,742,000) : Fee acquisition and restrictive ease- 
ments required for construction of guided missile, close operational, 
administrative, and troop-support facilities for conus active Army 
units, and overseas (Hawaii) National Guard units. 

$405,000 is for a special security facility in the European Command. 

I am going to go as far as I can in the clear and then if there is 
anything else desired, I will be very glad to give it in closed session. 

The Cuamman. Ail right. 

General SuHuer. $7,143,000 are for classified facilities in Korea. 

$10,692,000 are for ‘classified facilities in Germany. I believe I 
can say one of these is a depot. 

Mr. Rivers. What does “DLR” mean there? 

General SuHuter. “DLR”— dollar, I believe—where is that? 

Mr. Rivers. I see. 

Mr. Krrentn. D, column E. 

General SuHuter. Dollars. 

Mr. Krrcntn. I see. 

General Suvuer. $3,619,000 is in Italy in connection with the South- 
ern European Task Force that is stationed there. 

$860,000 is at Eniwetok in connection with Joint Task Force No. 
(. 

Eniwetok Proving Ground—Joint Task Force 7: Installation lo- 
cated 2,400 miles southwest of Honolulu, TH; initially occupied in 
1950; designated “permanent”. 

Mission: To test thermonuclear devices and weapons for research, 
development, and subsequent stockpiling. 

Total cost (based on price when acquired ) , $27,600,000. 

Cost of improvements (permanent and other), $27,600,000. 

Cost of land, none. 

Present strength: Military, 1,200: civilian employees, 1,800. 

Line items requested for fiscal year 1959 authorization ($860,000 
total) : 

Mess building addition. 
Barracks, 72-man. 

Detailed justification follows: 

Mess building addition ($599,000) : Extension to the existing mess 
biulding is needed for preparation and serving of food to 3,600 mili- 
tary personnel on Eniwetok Island. The existing consolidated mess 
is too small and facilities are inadequate during operational periods. 
The kitchen equipment is inadequate for food preparation in proper 
amounts resulting in the preparation of several menu items to early. 
This decreases the palate ability and increases the possibility of food 
spoilage which resulted in 150 cases of ptomaine poisoning during 
Operation Redwing. The dining areas are too small which results 
in slow service while tables are being cleared and reset to the extent 
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that meals are served continuously from 0600 to 2100 daily during 
operational periods. The existing in-flight lunch section is set up in a 
portion of the bakery without the space for the equipment for the 

sreparation, handling, and storage of an efficient in-flight kitchen. 

ood and expendable items used in in-flight lunches are vane with 
other messhall stock, making proper accounting impossible. This 
results in food items and special containers not being available when 
needed. 

Barracks, 72-man ($261,000) : This item is required to provide billet 
facilities for 288 officers and enlisted men in grades K-6 and E-7. 
The proposed barracks wil] provide semipermanent type housing for 
all interim period personnel. ‘Tent frames to provide housing for’ per- 
sonnel during future expanded operations. Experience has shown 
that the life expectancy of tents on Eniwetok is about 6 months. Un- 
usually high winds may require more frequent replacement. In addi- 
tion, the wiring in each tent requires frequent maintenance and must 
be detached when tents are repaired. Construction of semipermanent 
type barracks will materially reduce the constant replacement and 
maintenance effort, provide more desirable facilities for interim period 
personnel, and amortize the cost of barracks in 3 years. 

$2,296,000 is Army Security Agency overseas, at various locations. 

Wildwood Station, -Alaska— Army Security Agency: Installation 
located 3 miles northeast of Kenai, initially occupied in 1953; desig- 
nated “permanent.” 

Mission: Classified mission of a permanent nature is assigned this 
field station. 

Total cost (based on price when acquired ) , $12,995,178. 

Cost of improvements (permanent and other) , $12,994,717 

Cost of land (5,090 acres) , $461 

Present strength: Military, classified ; civilian employees, classified. 

Line items requested for fiscal year 1959 authorization ($676,000 
total) : 

Enlisted men’s service club with library. 

Central powerplant addition. 

Water treatment testing laboratory and chemical storage 
building. 

Detailed justification follows: 

Enlisted men’s service club with library ($330,000) : Project is re- 
quired to provide welfare and morale facilities for enlisted men at this 
isolated installation. There is no existing service club, nor like facili- 
ties off post to meet this requirement. At the present time a portion 
of the troop barracks is being used as a library. This contributes to 
the overcrowded condition of the barracks and requires dependents to 
enter the barracks to utilize the facility. If this project is not ap- 
proved, the station will ane without any welfare and morale 
facility in this isolated are 

Central powerplant addition ($327,000): An additional 625 kilo- 
volt-ampere generator is required to provide total electrical service 
to meet requirements of permanent construction in the installation. 
Firm power requirements, based on analysis by district engineer, is 
1,906 kilovolt-ampere. At present, 3 625-kilovolt-ampere units are 
used, 1 as st: undby and 2 for 1,250 kilovolt-ampere firm power. If this 
project is not approved, existing power sources will be unable to service 
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the permanent construction. Location of this construction will not 
require demolition or relocation of any existing structure. 

Water treatment testing laboratory and chemical storage building 
($19,000) : Project to provide a water treatment testing “Jaboratory 
and chemical stor age for this installation. No laboratory facilities 
presently exists. The chemical character of the raw water requires 
constant and careful laboratory checks to maintain a properly balanced 
treatment. Water has excessive raw content, necessitating the follow- 
ing elements of treatment; prechlorination to change the iron content 
from a ferrous to a ferric state to facilitate flocculation and filtration ; 
addition of lime and alum as coagulants; flocculation; filtration. 
Water being treated averages 2 350, ,000 gallons per month thereby 
necessitating use of the following chemicals for which storage is re- 
quired : 600 pounds chlorine, 6 000 pounds lime, 1,000 pone alum, 
600 pounds phosphate, 600 pounds soda ash, 3,000 pounds salt (boiler 
treatment), and 200 pounds of tannin. Present need is being met by 
using Jamesways for storage. If this project is not approved, the 
Jamesw ays will continue to be used resulting in excessive chemical 
deterioration. This construction will not require demolition or relo- 
cation of any existing construction. Existing Jamesways to be uti- 
lized for other wi arehousing requirements, or ‘dismantled. 

Locati Army Security Agency: Installation located 7 miles 
northwest of Harrogate, England, initially occupied in 1956; desig- 

nated “temporary.’ 

Mission: Classified mission of a semipermanent nature is assigned 
this field station. 

Total cost (based on price when acquired), none. 

Cost of improvements (permanent and other), none. 

Cost of land (550 acres), none. 

Present strength: Military, classified ; civilian employees, classified. 

Line items requested for fiscal year 1959 authorization ($42,000 
total) : 

Direction finder building. 
Family quarters (surplus commodity). 

Detailed justification follows: 

Direction finder building ($42,000): This item is required to pro- 
vide a semipermanent standard, off-post direction finder building with 
supporting emergency power building and a guard shelter for this sta- 
tion. The complete item isa principal part of the USASA operational 
facilities required to perform the primary mission. An increase in 
mission at this site has caused an increase in facility requirement. 
There is no other facility planned at this station which could be used 
in lieu of proposed project. If this project is not approved, USASA 
will not be able to perform the assigned mission efficiently. 

Ninety-one family quarters (surplus commodity): This project 
is required to provide family housing for officer and enlisted personnel 
assigned to this installation. This is a new field station now under 
construction, It is essential for operational efficiency to have on-post 
family housing, since the mission requires 24-hour, 3-shift operation, 
and based upon the operational requirements some supervisory per- 
sonnel not on duty must be on an immediate on-call to duty status. 
If family housing is not provided, personnel will be scattered at various 
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distances off-post in limited British housing units, and operational 
efficiency will be adversely affected. 
Number of units: 
Requested by Army: 91. 
Approved by OSD: 91. 
Estimated cost : $1,383,200. 
Authorization: Public Law 480, 83d Congress, as amended. 
Current assets : 


Proposed surplus’ commodity project__.................~...........-~...- 91 
i A a ee ea nlin ier seer irene eaeaes 20 

Sa acetic it Ala btdaa madi ining odd acai gi ahah erie aiiciah as toscana ei colot eamnsicighsarte sp 111 

Requirements (based on long-range troop strength) : 

Officers and upper grade enlisted men______________-_-_- Ae peibahsh ete isntellntpcboccaaiieien 139 
i ai es cash getin BIL depres baja avd eepintpepep cena Sageenipgnion 0 
I ce teiichlilingnvanian a ae tae 

Fee eee nese ale uid td eke 139 


The construction of this project will eviatts the aisha of the 
Army to provide 80 percent of the maximum gross housing require- 
ment based on the long-range troop forecast. 

Location 276—Army Security Agency: Installation classified. 

Mission : Classified mission of a semipermanent nature is assigned 
this installation. 

Total cost (based on price when acquired), oan. 

Cost of improvements (permanent and other), $70,400. 

Cost of land (699 acres), base rights. 

Present strength: Military, classified; civilian employees, classified. 

Line items requested for fiscal year 1959 authorization ($1,578,000 
total) : 

Aircraft pavement (FW) 

Hangar (FW) and facilities 

Motor vehicle maintenance facilities, addition 
Post engineer office and facilities 
General purpose warehouse 
Dispensary 

Headquarters building 

Provost marshal office and guard house 
General purpose auditorium 
Gymnasium and bowling center 
Welfare and morale building 

Post exchange with post office 

Chapel ( 186 se: its ) 

Detailed justification follows: 

Aircraft pavement (FW) ($290,000) : This item will provide mini- 
mum semipermanent, all- lie facilities to accommodate the two 
authorized L-20-type aircraft. The logistical and administrative 
support facilities for this remote installation are located approximately 
300 miles distant over rough mountainous terrain. Existing roads are 
narrow, gravel surface and hazardous. When possible, the assigned 
aircraft are utilized to accomplish required support; however, exist- 
ing facilities are limited to a cleared field, inaccessible to aircraft except 
during the summer months and other periods of dry weather. During 
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winter months mud is an obstacle to landing on present cleared field. 
Alternate facilities, accessible to aircraft only in fair weather, exist 
approximately 125 miles from the installation. If this item is not 
provided, functions such as emergency medical evacuation and emer- 
gency supply, as well as routine logistical and administrative matters 
will continue to be performed primarily by motor vehicle with a cor- 
responding increase in motor vehicle repair and maintenance require- 
ments. 

Hangar (FW) and facilities ($144,000): This item will provide 
minimum semipermanent, all-weather facilities to accommodate the 
two authorized L-20-type aircraft. The logistical and administrative 
support facilities for this remote installation are located approxi- 
mately 300 miles distant over rough mountainous terrain. Existing 
roads are narrow, gravel surface and hazardous. When possible, the 
assigned aircraft are utilized to accomplish required support; how- 
ever, existing facilities are limited to a cleared field, inaccessible to 
aircraft except during the summer months and other periods of dry 
weather. During winter months mud is an obstacle to landing on 
present cleared field. Alternate facilities, accessible to aircraft only 
in fair weather, exist approximately 125 miles from the installation. 
If this item is not provided, functions such as emergency medical 
evacuation and emergency supply, as well as routine logistical and 
administrative matters will continue to be performed primarily by 
motor vehicle with a corresponding increase in motor vehicle repair 
and maintenance requirements. 

Motor vehicle maintenance facilities addition ($54,000): Project 
will provide addition to central motor pool facility at this station. A 
motor repair shop, 1,500 square feet, and hardstand, 400 square yards, 
was approved in fiscal year 1956 based on a smaller strength at this 
station. Increases in the mission assigned this station have caused a 
resulting increase in vehicles and motorized equipment. The previ- 
ously authorized facility and this project will be combined to meet the 
total requirement. Need is now baing met by use of an emergency 
(field-type) facility. If this roject is not approved the vehicles 
needed to support the unit at this station will not get the maintenance 
required for an economical and efficient operation. Existing facili- 
ties to be demolished when no longer cy tc for operation. 

Post engineer office and facilities ($85,000): There are no like 
facilities existing. Project will provide post engineer facilities for 
maintenance of other facilities planned for this new isolated station. 
If this project is not approved there will be no other space available 
in which the post engineer repair and maintenance activity may be 
located. 

General purpose warehouse ($145,000): This item will provide 
space for general storage of supply stocks at this isolated station. An 
existing field-type temy yorary wood frame warehouse of 1,200 square 
feet will be demolished when no longer economical to maintain. If 
this project is not approved supply ‘shortages will continue because 
of the distance from supply bases, difficult and unreliable transporta- 
tion conditions, and inadequate warehousing. 

Dispensary ($ 52,000) : This is a new installation. Project will pro- 
vide space for post dispensary and dental facilities at this new station. 
There is no like facility existing nor has such a facility been planned 
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in prior programs. Need is now being met by the use of a temporary 
(field-type) “facility. If this item is not provided, requirement will 
continue to be met by use of emergency-type facilities with nearest 
medical support 400 miles distant over rough mountainous terrain, 

and assigned personnel at this isolated station will not have adequate 
medical or dental care. Existing facility to be demolished upon com- 

pletion of this project. 

Headquarters building ($102,000) : This project is required to pro- 
vide a facility for the post administration activit y of this new, isolated 
ASA installation currently programed as a long-term station. Exist- 
ing facilities are of the temporary (emergency) type that present a 
fire hazard. Failure to provide this project ‘will require continued 
use of existing facilities, with accompanying high operating and 
maintenance costs. Existing facilities will be demolished upon com- 
pletion of this project. 

Provost marshal office and guardhouse ($27,000): This item will 
provide semipermanent space “for provost marshal activities at this 
new isolated station. No such facility exists at this station and exist- 
ing structures will not provide sufficient space to accommodate this 
activity. The remote location of the station and the nature of the 
activity involved requires on-post accommodation to be provided by 
crowding into other administrative areas, thereby causing inefficiency 
of all operations involved. If this construction is not approved, 
continued use of makeshift facilities will hamper the efficient discharge. 
of provost marshal duties to the detriment of station discipline. 

eneral-purpose auditorium ($85,000) : Project required to provide 
a general-purpose auditorium building to house the training and 
theater ac tivity at this new, isolated installation. The only facilities 
presently existing are temporary ie gency type) provided as an 
interim measure. There are no off-base facilities available to person- 
nel assigned to this installation. If this project is not approved there 
will be no space available to accommodate the activities listed above, 
and the lack of such facilities on post will be a detriment to the morale 
and welfare of troops stationed here. Existing facilities to be demol- 
ished. 

Gymnasium and bowling center ($225,000) : This item will provide 
a necessary athletic and recreational facility for year-round use by 
personnel assigned to this new, isolated station where a 24-hour work 
schedule is maintained and the tour of duty is for 1 year. There are 
no athletic or recreational facilities available except those of an emer- 
gency type provided by the station. In addition, there are no off-post 
recreational facilities.available,in this remote area. Lack of this type 
facilities is a detriment to the welfare and morale of troops assigned 
to this station. 

Welfare and morale building ($207,000) : This is a new installation. 
Project will provide a general-purpose building at this isolated station 
to house an enlisted men’s service club, library, craft shop, education 
center and NCO open mess. No such facilities exist at this station. 
The remote location renders it impossible to provide such facilities 
through other means. Lack of such facilities is a detriment to the 
welfare and morale of troops. There are no off-post recreational fa- 
cilities available in this remote area. These facilities will be used 12 
months per year, 100 percent of the time since this station operates on 
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a 24-hour work schedule. Need is being met with emergency (field- 
type) facilities. 

Post exchange with post office ($92,000): This item will provide 
semipermanent space for post exchange facilities at this isolated sta- 
tion which are currently provided by an 800 SF temporary, locally 
constructed wood-frame building that will be demolished when no 
longer economical to maintain. Presently available structures will 
not “permit satisfactory accommodation of the facility. The station 
location precludes the availability of such facilities other than on-post. 
No such facility has been included in prior programs. Failure to pro- 
vide such a facility is detrimental to the w elfare and morale of troops. 

Chapel ($70, 000) : This item will provide a semipermanent facility 
for religious activities at this remote station. No chapel as such exists 
at this station. Need is now being met in emergency-type facility. 
Existing structures will not permit satisfactory accommodation of this 
facility. The isolated location of the station prohibits the provision 
of chapel facilities from other sources. If this item is not provided, 
religious activities will continue to be accomplished in makeshift fash- 
ion utilizing such space as may be available in existing structures. 

$6,265,000 is for signal facilities overseas. 

And the last item is $29,195,000 construction for Nike-Zeus. 

Now, those all add up, sir, to the total amount of that section. 

The Cuarrman. Well, you give‘enough information. You need. not 
go into minute detail and go ‘into classification on every phase. The 
committee understands how you propose to spend your $200 million. 

Mr. Barres. Mr. Chairman, may I just ask one question here about 
the acquisition of land ? 

General Suuter. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bates. How does that work ? 

General SuHuter. You mean in general, Mr. Bates, just any land 
that we are authorized to acquire ? 

Mr. Bars. Here in a foreign country. 

General Suuter. Oh, it differs, Mr. Bates. For instance, in Ger- 
many, the German Republic contracts to get the land and furnish it 
to the American Army for construction of its projects. Now, that is 
sometimes a slow process because they do not have, I believe, the same 
right of eminent domain as has the United States Government, or they 
do not exercise it fully. I don’t know which is correct. But ‘there is 
that difficulty there. 

In Korea the land is made available by the Korean Government for 
United States facilities. 

We do not buy outright any land in non-base-rights areas. It is 
furnished for the construction by the government concerned, sir, either 
through an agreement or through our being still there since the w ar, 
sir. 

Mr. Bares. I realize we wouldn’t get title to it. But are we in all 
other respects buying this land ? 

General Souter. No, sir. 

Mr. Bares. Do we pay the government for the land, or are they 
furnishing it without cost? I just want it established for the record. 

General Suuter. Sir, we are not paying them any money out of 
military construction, Army, and I don’t think we are paying them 
any money in general for the land. But it is true, as it was in Austria, 
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that if we ever got out of these countries, I believe the agreement 
would be such that the land and the construction stays with the 
country. 

The CuHarrman. Well 

Mr. Bares. I thought the chairman read land acquisition. 

The Cuarmman. No. 

General Suuter. That would be in Alaska, sir. 

The CuHarrman. Noland at all. 

Mr. Bares. In Alaska ? 

General Suuter. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. I think this item is clearly warranted. I think 
the facts justify it. We examined it very carefully. 

Without objection, we approve $201,121,000. 

Now, the next item has caused me considerable concern. I will read 
jt, and I think it should be deleted. 

The Secretary of the Army may establish or develop Army installations and 
facilities by proceeding with construction made necessary by changes in Army 
missions, new weapons developments, new and unforeseen research and develop- 
ment requirements, or improved production schedules, if the Secretary of 
Defense determines that deferral of such construction for inclusion in the next 
military construction authorization act would be inconsistent with interests 
of national security, and in connection therewith to acquire, construct, convert, 
rehabilitate, or install permanent or temporary public works, including land 
acquisition, site preparation, appurtenances, utilities, and equipment, in the 
total amount of $25 million. 

Now, I think that item should be stricken out. 

What comment have you to make, General ? 

General SuHuter. Mr. Chairman, this is an item that is requested by 
all three services, as the chairman knows. 

We have found, sir, in the mechanics of this type of construction, 
that although theoretically the door is always open for us to come up 
to Congress ; and ask for authorization during the mide ycle, it doesn't 
work th: at way, sir, because we can’t seem to get through the various 
approving agencies above us to get up here. 

So this is designed to take care of very urgent projects that we 
cannot wait 6 or 8 months to come up in the next regular construction 
bill. 

The Cuarrman. No, no, no. You said you could not get beyond 
the roadblocks in your Department, on the spec ific items. 

General Suuter. I didn’t mean in the Army, sir. I meant above 
the Army. 

The CHarrman. You mean the Department of Defense. 

General Suutrr. That is right, sir. 

The Cuamrman. You didn’t mean Congress, you meant the Depart- 
ment of Defense. 

You requested certain things, and after it was scrutinized in the 
Department of Defense, they turned it down. So therefore you 
decided to approach : in this manner ? 

General Suvuter. I didn’t mean, sir, that they turned it down be- 
cause of the question of the worthiness of the project at all. I meant 
that we have trouble getting up here. 

The Cuairman. That isr ight. 

General Suvxer. Because of supplemental authorization bills and 
supplemental appropriation bills. 
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The Cuarrman. That is right, they stopped you in the Department 
of Defense. 

General Suuter. And the Bureau of the Budget. 

The Cuarrman. And the Bureau of the Budget. So therefore to 
make an end-run, you propose to do it in this kind of manner. 

I don’t think the committee is warranted in doing it that way. 
That is the reason I asked it be struck from the bill. I didn’t think 
it was a proper thing. 

Mr. Kelleher. 

Mr. Ketiener. You understand, of course, Mr. Chairman, that the 
Secretary of Defense and the Bureau of the Budget must approve of 
this $25 million being used. 

The Cuartrman. I understand that. 

Mr. Ketiener. I mean it is not an end-run on the part of the Army. 

The CuatrmMan. It is equivalent to it. 

Mrs. Sr. George. Mr. Chairman, I have a question. 

The CrarrmMan. Yes. 

Mrs. Sr. Grorce. In view of this paragraph, it would also be pos- 
sible for the Secretary of Defense, if necessary, to hold up funds for 
some of these projects when he doesn’t think they are warranted at 
the last minute. 

Now, I was thinking particularly of the situation in France. I can 
see where at the present moment it might be quite dangerous to go 
ahead with these very large outlays in that country. I think the Sec- 
retary or someone in command ought to have the right to hold up those 
expenditures until we know what kind of government we are going to 
have there, and also whether we are going to have to move a lot of our 
missions out of France, which I think is quite a possibility. 

The Cuatrman. I think Mr. McNeil and the Director of the Budget 
slowed them down considerably. I think your point is well taken. 
Somebody should hold them down. And no blanket authority like this 
should be conferred. 

General Suvter. Mrs. St. George, I assure you that not only does 
the Department of Defense but the Army, itself, scrutinizes projects 
such as you outlined before we go ahead and build things. I cited 
several examples last Friday, of that type of thing, where we refrain 
from building something because there was a changed condition, and 
we didn’t have to build it any longer. We would certainly watch 
that. 

Mrs. St. Grorcr. I am relieved to know that, because these things 
happen very quickly. 

General Suuter. Yes, ma’am. 

Mrs. St. Grorce. And I am sure that someone oversees that. 

The Cuatrman. I want to read it. 

Provided, That the Secretary of the Army, or his designee, shall notify the Com- 
mittees on Armed Services of the Senate and House of Representatives imme- 
diately upon reaching a final decision to implement, of the cost of construction 
of any public work undertaken under this section, including those real estate 
actions pertaining thereto. 

Now, that is not the way to legislate. Legislate so we know what 
we are doing. 

General Suuvter. Sir, these are all unforeseen items. We know no 
current item that would come under this section, or else we would be 
asking for it right now. 
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The Cuarrman. Congress is in session all the time. ‘This idea now 
of a blank check is becoming quite prevalent, and soon we will just 
write the check and go on home. But sometimes we have to give an 
account to our constituency of what we have done, and I want to have 
a little bit more congressional control over these matters. I think 
that is the way to legislate. 

Mr. Rivers. Could I inquire of the general right there, Mr. Chair- 
man ? 

Say you wanted 100,000 acres of real estate in any one State of the 
Union. By writing the House of Representatives and the Senate a 
letter and letting us know what you are going to do, under this sec- 
tion could you go yout and procure that re: al estate / 

General ‘Suu Ek. Sir, if the Secretary of Defense certified that this 
was necessary in the interest of national defense, and we could not 

yait until the next regular construction bill and we did notify the 
committees, yes, sir. 

Mr. Bray. Mr. Chairman. 

The CHarrMan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. God help the country. 

Mr. Bray. I would like to ask a question. 

General, by this $25 million you have asked for here—let’s assume 
that you thought it was necessary, that the Department of the Army 
thought it was necessary to construct, say, a facility in the Hawaiian 
Islands, you still have to get a clearance from the Department of 
Defense and the Bureau of the Budget, wouldn’t you? 

General Suuter. That is right, sir, because moneys—— 

Mr. Bray. General, what interests me here: The bottleneck you say 
you have had in Congress, but the Bureau of the Budget and the De- 
partment of Defense—I think you are correct in your statement. 

General SHuter. Sir—— 

Mr. Bray. That is true many times. Yet you are eliminating the 
place that is not your bottleneck and leaving the two bottlenecks still 
in the picture. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

Mr. Rivers. That is exactly right. 

The Cuamman. Members of the committee, I think we would not 
be on solid ground if we approve it. I think the proper thing to do 
is strike the $25 million. 

Mr. Bares. Mr. Chairman. 

General, in the new flexibility which the Secretary of Defense will 
ask for budget purposes, do you know whether or not he will ask for 
the same flexibility as far as authorization is concerned ? 
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General Suuter. No, Mr. Bates, I don’t. 

Of course, from my knowledge, authorization and appropriations 
go together on all progams except this particular type of a program 
that is MCA, where it is separate legislation. I don’t know whether 
they have actually thought about the mechanics on this particular 
program or not, sir. 

Mr. Bates. We have authorized many items with ceilings. 

General Suuter. Yes. 

Mr. Bates. And they operate within those ceilings. 

General Suuter. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bares. But the number of people you have in the Armed 
Forces: that is all subject to authorization. 

General Suuter. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bares. Except that we don’t change it very often. 

General Suuter. Yes, sir. 

The CuatrrmMan. Without objection, the committee strikes out sec- 
tion 103. 

Mr. Hupprteston. Mr. Chairman, I have just one question to ask 
about this, if I may. 

Mr. Rivers. That is the whole section ¢ 

Mr. Huppteston. General, this provision has been in these bills be- 
fore, hasn’t it? 

General Suuter. Mr. Congressman, we asked for this same type 
of provision last year—I believe $5 million—and so did the Air 
Force. Iam not sure about the Navy. 

May I say something off the record, Mr. Chairman? 

The CuHarrman. Yes, sir. 

General Suuter. This is off the record. 

(Further statement off the record. ) 

The CHarman. The same treatment will be given to all of them, 
if I have my way. 

Mr. Rivers. That is right. 

The CuHamman. Without objection, section 103 is stricken. 

(Further remarks directed off the record. ) 

The CuarrMan. Now, section 104, it- occurs to me, is all right. 

Without objection, we agree to section 104. 

Then that brings us to the Capehart housing. 











7242 
General Suuter. The Capehart housing program is as follows: 


Department of the Army, fiscal year 1959, family housing program 


CAPEHART 
Installation Unite 
De ee ee dae mme een nolen ste utinas (711) 
ad a enema 316 
I i aetna 120 
ee ee ree Cerone, IN, Bek... 8 nn cn pee oem 75 
BN cee ee or re ee Ee he dee obi ctourarivehioe 20 
INE Leo bas (470) 
I il cst ey lei ect Sassi han pee thls a ipietintan Sol 150 
et a 285 
as cca eigen ensinieaoenien sien ange eee 35 
Neen een ninesmithibmedireidkenditeadbedwieivk (50) 
Bpewas aeovene weeenns, thn. 6. oa ks 50 
iC Fs dat ekem guna aecanes ase pe (25) 
Ie emanate 25 
Nee nd esdnuvivee einepanman each dicaamedcanate penis atten (180) 
Ss i ER ae ee a en en ee aa 130 
I ok, nla diid obi bdbinnndidca buco (683 ) 
Oe 2 piel ccclereschinene mimics endo paige: 618 
I i eee 65 
I ces eueedeniabionteepecueenee (311) 
ne ne chee eade: Bee A BREE NTN ood 22% 
nT Cn” I NRO FE a cece os eencnenipsngrannnnanintnalag 88 
a a re ts a keauhiree ge (125) 
Ie IE UN ie “tenes empnlonaiel 125 
Neen ehh ete can adic eae guia (832) 
I ee es hee EER TARR ee, 702 
alg cla cas dak thd bevel tiea dabideinlabubas ives decienctigabtinnies 72 
a a ee et 58 
I ed acl acces (1, 677) 
i a ein ett ec aiiecamemial 367 
ern I a eee Lae cce tee a tein ce as me an 837 
woes nomenon, Ale) 5: achat treba LAs, ete tic eat t eee 400 
a cies asec buck eas Beckers eee 73 
I aR a lsd echoes Oe baits ieee ee See eee (1, 442) 
Se ca Pe eT FS aah mele 410 
ie SS ne Awe | ed 500 
I a 6 a at oe ee 183 
I a Se ag favendstecwcea 349 
i ~wit3 350) 
I eae scan adeahiciatsn 200 
EE SS aS SIS RT el 4) BTS A a 200 
Fort Sheridan, IlJ______-- Bie teeny Pole es tele 50 
I os cecal ciniameivaiisaecswresbducce 700 
I ed eS et (1, 489) 
I 98 
United States Disciplinary Barracks, Calif._..........___-_______ 60 
eat ces atisualtaceees tat ne ae aes a teiesanielas ees 100 
I Se a cas nts cuts memati 37D 
I ie a ais as sce 856 
nmiuea Siatves Military Academy, N. Y........................... 156 
Armes Forces Special Weapons Project_.__...-.................._.... (538) 
I tre rnb mes ss abcoeetdiches tain 200 
I sui ie Neca as te 125 
Neen ee i a baa cea ow eas 213 
EE sd ta te Fa ames. toe? 
Ia sg NN GN i scree ee eres sail pcre aes 330 
Nees sasininlicialdiccrdinieaccicaiintnbusinuimneoniiieiten (866) 
Neen ee senennidntinenaioreies phe aes cede, Saas 385 
on. a A: sca heat aad das ag ato ise re 481 
I accessed steialermiccnceanibndce 492 
I ese ce a sh en gga abl nw aps siamese ested 11, 477 
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MILITARY CONSTRUCTION, ARMY (MCA) 


OR RE SS TI, Fs nck nies ockedkin esas ee en ee neeelennte 36 
Sa Re Sy Te A os aces iescncincins cease erect pamegire on aha eben 25 
Se: Army: Port Denjannn Harrison, Tred oo el a 33 
HOARPraAG. Port: Biatter, Fs: Wisi. ke aaa ada maniaieeadediealal G+ 
SURPLUS COMMODITY 
NII asco scr tm ss ss sac cp ney ee ces al Suc gio eae aaa aeeageae adeadamagaa ae 298 
Beis es cstiniciv cs se pine ta tisk tm a mieaerw wis emia ed ane eee oe eee 371 
Boren ne. te (ABA) ~ 608k ki dicen nabbed eked dad 91 
BT WR sins tw es i li edie alles ha hn eee aa ll ial cca eel ee 174 


SUMMARY 


Capehart programs—11,477 units at 38 installations (TAC sites considered as 

1 installation). 

MCA programs: 158 units at 4 installations. 
Surplus commodity programs : 934 units in 4 countries. 

The Cuatrman. Now, Mr. Kelleher, please designate which ones 
have already been approved by the subcommittee. 

Mr. Keiiener. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. And the full committee. 

Mr. Ketiener. Yes, sir. 

Starting on page 9, line 2, Redstone approved. 

The CuartrmMan. Let me check it. O. K. 

Mr. Ketiener. Line 4, 75 units, approved at White Sands—75 of 
the 275; line 6, Fort Lee, 150 units of the 435; line 7, all of Natick; 
line 8, all of Fort Belvoir; line 9, all of Two Rock Ranch Station; 
line 10, all of Dugway; line 11, all of Beaumont; line 12, all of Fort 
Dix; line 13, 72 of the 130 units at Fort Totten; line 14, all of Fort 
Bragg; line 15, all of Fort Campbell; line 16, all of Granite City; 
line 20 all of Fort Bliss; line 21, all of Fort Hood; 

On page 10, line 3, all of Fort Sheridan; line 5, all of Oakland; line 
6, 375 units of the 1,231 units at Fort Lewis; line 7, 60 of the 160 
units at the disciplinary barracks in California; line 10, all of Bossier 
Base; line 12, all of Medina Base; line 13, all of Sandia Base; line 14, 
all of the 492 units for the Army Air Defense Command stations. 

The Cuamman. Now read the ones that haven’t been approved. 

Mr. Ketieuer. Page 9, line 3, Seneca. That is the first one, Mr. 
Chairman. 

Line 4, 200 of the 275 units at White Sands. 

Mr. Rivers. Does that mean they are pending before this com- 
mittee now ? 

Mr. Kevttener. No. If I say approved, they have already been ac- 
tually approved by this committee and the Department so advised. 

Mr. Rivers All right. 

Do you mean now ? 

Mr. Ketiener. I am now reading the ones that are not approved. 

Mr. Rivers. Does that mean they are pending before the committee ? 

Mr. Ketiener. Some of them are. Most of them are not. 

Mr. Rivers. I see. 

Mr. Ketiener. Line 4, again, 200 of those units are not approved, 
at White Sands; line 5, none of Fort Monmouth approved; line 6, 
only 150 of the 435 approved ; line 17 

Mr. Smarr. 13. 
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Mr. Kewiener. Yes; line 13, only 72 of the 130 are approved. 
That is line 13, Mr. Chairman. 

The CuatmrMan. Fort Totten. 

Mr. Kevieuer. Line 17, Fort Rucker, none approved; line 18, none 
at Fort Carson; line 19, none at Fort Stewart; line 22, none at Sam 
Houston. 

Mr. Kitpay. Mr. Chairman, what is proposed to do now? To in- 
clude in the bill those which are not 

The Cuatrman. That is right. The law requires it by line item. 
These are the line items, for these Capehart houses. 

Mr. Ketiener. These are all Capehart—— 

The Cuarrman. These are Capehart houses. As a matter of fact, 
at a great many places they are going to take Wherry houses. 

Mr. Keener. Indeed. 

The Cuatrman. Exactly. 

Mr. Kurpay. What I am getting at is are we going to have justi- 
fication for the line items ¢ 

Mr. Smarr. Right now. 

Mr. Kirpay. I would like to see the justification for Fort Sam 
Houston. 

The Cuarrman. Fort Sill. 

Mr. Ketiever. At Fort Sill, none of them approved, Mr. Chairman. 

Page 10. Line 1, Fort Leonard Wood, none approved; line 2, 
Fort Leavenworth, none approved; line 6, only 375 of the 1,231 units 
are approved ; line 7 7, only 60 of the 160 at the disciplinary barracks 
are approved ; line 9, Military Academy, none approved; line 11, Fort 
Eustis, none approved. 

The CuarrMan. Now, are you in position this morning to justify 
all these Wherry houses? 

General Suuter. I have Colonel Symbol here, sir, Chief of the 
Family Housing Division, and heis in position 

The Cuamman. Of course, I think we were proceeding on a more 
thorough line of obtaining information by the other system. 

Mr. Rivers. So do I. 

The Cuarrman. Nevertheless, the Senate insisted that. it be a line 
item. We went along with them. This is what it is brought to. 

So all we need to do here— 

Off the record. 

(Further statement off the record. ) 

The CuarrmMan. So unless some member is going to insist on knock- 
ing out some of these items, there is not. but one sensible thing in the 
world to do and that is just’to approve them. 

Mr. Bray. There are some that I have strong doubts about. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Mr. Kilday raised the Fort Sam Houston. Are you objecting or 
are you approving it ? 

Mr. Kirpay. I want to see if there is a justification. 

The C HATRMAN. Let’s see what the justification is for the 183 units 
at Fort Sam Houston. 

Private enterprise is very much worried in a great many of these 
installations. 

Colonel SymBoxt. Mr. Chairman, I am Colonel Symbol, Chief of the 
Family Housing Division. 
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At Fort Sam Houston we are requesting approval of 183 units of 
title VIII Capehart housing. 

At this station we have a requirement of a total of 4,372 housing 
units, which include 871 for the lower 3 grades, which we know are not 
authorized housing. However, the commanding general of the post 
does have a problem with these lower grades, and they do have to have 
a place to live—normally off the community, i in the community sup- 
port. 

We have a total of 2,865 sets at Fort Sam Houston. 

The Cuatrrman. How many civilian accommodations are available ¢ 

Colonel Sympou. Sir, there are 1,527. 

The CuarrMan. 1,527. 

How many Army? 

Colonel Sympox. These are all Army figures, sir. 

The Cuarrman, I understand. 

In addition to the civilians, what has the Army there to accommo- 
date them ? 

Colonel SymBou. Sir, we have 439 public quarters. We have 840 
Wherrys, which we will have to purchase. 

We have no Capehart as yet. 

We are asking approval of 183 today. Then as I mentioned earlier 
there are 1,527 community-support. 

Sir, one other point 

The Cuatrman. What is your total requirement, 4,000 you say? 

Colonel Sympot. It is 3,501, that are authorized ‘housing. 

Sir, I would like to make one additional point. 

We have 216 units of substandard housing on the base, and these 
183 are to replace those. Because we have 2 years to replace these, 
we have placed them on a rental basis. 

The Cwarrman.: Any complaint from the local community in refer- 
ence to construction of these Capehart houses ? 

Colonel SymnBou. Sir, we have had none that has come to our atten- 
tion. 

The Cuairman. You haven't had any information from any local 
builders that they could take care of the situation ? 

Mr. Kivpay. I am afraid they contacted me instead of the Depart- 
ment, Mr. Chairman. 

Colonel Sympou. We have had no correspondence at all, sir, from 
the community. 

The Cuairman. Mr. Kilday, any questions? 

Mr. Kitpay., I would like-to.have this held-in abeyance. 

The Cuatrman. All right,’pass this over. 

Colonel Sympon. Mr. Chairman 

The Cuarrman. Now 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman, I want to make an inquiry of Colonel 
Symbol. 

At the Charleston Transportation Depot, sometime in the past you 
tried to build 20 units, or twenty-odd units. 

Colonel SymBon. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. What has become of that project ? 

Colonel SympBou. Sir, we advertised those. We just could not get 
a successful bid. The package apparently was too small. 
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Mr. Rivers. Why do you fix it? If you need them, why do you 
do a thing like that ‘ 

Now, you know how much of an inventory you got at that base. 

Colonel SymxBot. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. You have $250 million. Now, you either need the 
housing or you don’t. And I want to know why you would come to our 
committee and get approval of projects and then get turned down. 

Colonel Symeou. Sir-— 

Mr. Rivers. Yousay it istoohigh. Who decides that? 

Colonel Sympor. Mr. Rivers, we planned to put those units in the 
1960 bill, under appropriated funds. 

Mr. Rivers. Well, if you needed them a year and a half ago, why 
~~ t you need them now, in appropriated funds ? 

Colonel Symzor. We do not—— 

Mr. Rivers. Why don’t you put themin? It is ridiculous. I know 
something about that because I have lived there for 41 years, lived 
right where this base is. 

Colonel Sympot. Well, sir—— 

The Cuarrman. How many will you need under appropriated funds 
in 1960? 

Colonel Sympou. 20, sir. 

The CuHarrMan. 20.. 

Colonel Sympou. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CuHarrMan. Wait one minute. 

And how many in this bill? Three hundred-some-odd appropri- 
ated fund houses, isn’t there ? 

Colonel Sympor. One hundred fifty-eight, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. One hundred fifty-eight, and 20—that would be 
178. And no money is involved in this as far as this bill is concerned. 

Colonel Symmou. Yes, sir. If we put it under appropriated funds, 
there will be money involved. 

The Cuarrman. I know. But we have given the authorization 
for 30,000. 

General Suuter. No new authorization. 

Colonel Symsot. That is right; no new authorization. 

The Cuarrman. No new authorization. 

All right. In 1960, you are going to ask for this, are you? 

Colonel Sympou. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarmman. Well, that is a short time off. 

All right. 

Mr. Rivers. Let me ask——— 

The CHatrman. That is Charleston. What is the name of the 
base ? 

Colonel Symeon. Charleston Transportation Depot. 

The Cuatrman. And you have already approved Capehart housing 
there, haven’t you? 

Colonel Sympror. No, sir. We attempted to build these 20 units 
under the Capehart program. 

The Cuarrman. And you couldn’t build them ? 

Colonel Symror. Couldn’t build them, yes, sir, because it was too 
small a package. 
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The Cuarrman. Because the contract was too high, is that it? 

Colonel Symsou. Yes, sir. 

The Carman. I am glad you turned it down. Because those 
contractors down there must recognize the fact that they have to meet 
competition there, like everybody else. You did a very commendable 
thing there. 

But there is another way to handle it, and that is by direct 
appropriation. 

Mr. Rivers. That is right. 

The CHarrman. Members of the committee, are there any one of 
these numerous Capehart locations 

Mr. Rivers. Let’s find out. 

The Cuarrman. We will cross each bridge as we come to it. 

Are there any items in here that anybody wants any information 
about ? 

Mrs. Sr. Grorce. Yes, Mr. Chairman, I would like some informa- 
tion on the United States Military Academy. Why was that not 
included ? 

The Cuarrman. It was included. 

Mrs. St. Grorcr. We 

The CuarmrMan. Oh, yes. We are going to approve it now. 

Mrs. St. Grorce. We are going to approve it now? 

The CHarrMan. Yes, ma’am, we will approve it right now. 

Mrs. Sr. Gzorce. If you are going to approve it now, it is all right 
with me. 

The Cuarrman. Now, any questions from any members in regard 
to any other ? 

Mr. Bray. Yes. I have two of them, to be exact. 

The Cuarrman. Allright. Which one? 

Mr. Bray. The first one is Fort Carson, Colo. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

Mr. Bray. Last year there was a rather large amount of authoriza- 
tion taken out of the bill. There are obvious reasons for that. That 
is, the committee took it out, and I notice there is no request for it to 
be put back in at this time. 

That is, I would say, the lowest-ranking—I believe I am safe in 
saying that—of the permanent posts in the United States. And they 
are cutting down the Army. 

This committee is doing all it can—I believe it is an unwise step, 
and we are doing all we can to keep the Army from being rapidly 

yasted away by the Department of Defense. 

But you have a great scarcity of water there. The Air Force has 
repeatedly—I am not trying to find fault with the Air Force, but 
they have the Air Force Academy there, and they have asked time 
after time that this matter be slowed down. If any more divisions 
are taken out of the Army, it will very soon cease to be a division post. 
We are aware of that. 

The CuHarrman. I think your point is well taken. I don’t think 
the committee is warranted to enlarge in any degree Fort Carson 
for the time being. I think the committee would be clearly justified 
in leaving out the 200 units at Carson. But before we do so, let’s 
hear his argument in favor of it. 
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Colonel Symsoxt. Mr. Chairman, at Fort Carson we have computed 
our requirements based on the contemplated new or proposed strength 
of the Army. 

We have a total deficit, that is, a requirement for 4,420 units. And 
again that includes 1,717 that are not authorized housing. However, 
as I say, they do have to live some place. 

The Cuarrman. Let’s go back. Have we ever approved any Cape- 
hart houses there ? 

Colonel Sympou. Yes, sir, we have 500 under construction. 

The Cuarrman. There now / 

Colonel Symsor. Yes, sir. 

The Caairman. What? 

Colonel Sympot. Plus 460 appropriated-fund housing. 

The CHarrman. Well, you probably got your nose under the tent 
to too large an extent in the first instance. But let’s stop right there; 
500—that will take care of you pretty well. 

Mr. Rivers. That is 900. 

The CuHarrman. We can get by without this 200. 

Mr. Keiiener. Strike it / 

The Cuairman. Strike this 200 out. 

Now, are there any other questions from any members ? 

Mr. Rivers. I would like to say this, Mr. Chairman. 

As the chairman has said, from now on we have no control at all 
over any construction of Wherry houses. The committee is now giv- 
ing its approval 

The Cuamman. Any other questions, Mr. Bray ? 

Mr. Bray. Another question I was wondering about—— 

Mr. Rivers. Wait a minute, Bill. And we will have no more screen- 
ing of any more of these houses. 

So under this new program, the committee gives its scanty approval 
or disapproval and that is all there is to it. I want that in the record. 

The Cuarrman. It isa good way sometimes, and a bad way in others. 
It is understood that the committee approves all of these Capehart 
houses except Fort Sam Houston, which we passed over for the time 
being. 

Without objection, that is understood and agreed to. 

Now, take outside the United States. 

Mr. Ketienver. Outside the United States. 

Page 10, line 16. Canal Zone, 330 units; none approved. Asa mat- 
ter of fact, none of those three, Mr. Chairman, are approved. 

The Cuatrman There is nothing in the world to do, based on these 
facts, buttoapprovethem. That is all wecan do. 

Without objection, that is approved. 

Now, section 105. 

Mr. Burns. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuatrrman. Now, these next sections 

Mr. Burns. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarmman. Yes. 

Mr. Burns. A while ago this one on line 18 was passed over. 

The Cuatrman. That related to something else. 

Mr. Burns. That was the same thing. 

Mr. Rivers. Fort Shafter, Hawaii. 

Mr. Ketrener. It is thesame, Mr. Chairman. 
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The Cuairman. Oh, the same thin 

Mr. Kruiener. Yes, sir. And the question is, are any of them 
going to be on Fort Derussy, which is very valuable land. 

The Cuatrrman. What was decided, as to where they were going 
to be? 

General Suvuter. Sir, could I make one thing very plain for Mr. 
Bray, and that is the MCA houses in this request are going to be at 
Fort Shafter. I want to make that very plain. I believe that is 
what I said before. 

Mr. Bray. I misunderstood that. I kept asking you. I believe 
there is a misunderstanding. 

I want to ask this question regarding Schofield Barracks and Fort 
Shafter, lines 17 and 18 on page 10. 

If this is granted, will any units be placed any place other than 
Fort Shafter or Schofield Barracks ? 

General Suuter. Sir, If any of the MCA houses are granted, the 
answer is “No.” 

But there is another project, if you will note sir, a Capehart project, 
listed for Fort Shafter. That is the one where I honestly said, sir, 
no final decision has been made as to whether they would go at Fort 
Shafter proper or at Fort Derussy. 

Mr. Bray. I understand that. I am not questioning you in any 
way. You have been as fair and capable as any witness we ever had 
here. 

General Suuter. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bray. I just w anted to get this as a matter of record. 

If this is allowed, not one of those will be placed on Fort Derussy ? 

General Suuter. If the MCA is allowed, sir, that is correct. 

I cannot say that for the Capehart project because the final deci- 
sion has not been made, sir, in Washington. 

Mr. Bray. But this is a Capehart project. 

Colonel Sympou. No, sir. 

Mr. Burns. 481, yes, sir. 

Mr. Kexiener. The 481 is C apehart. 

Mr. Bray. This is a Capehart project. 

On lines 17 and 18, on page 10, it says, Schofield Barracks, Hawaii, 
385 units, and Fort Shafter, 481 units. That is the matter of discus- 
sion now, as brought up by Delegate Burns. 

General Suvuter. Mr. Bray, the Schofield Barracks 385 units, will 
go at Schofield Barracks, and not at Fort Derussy. 

The MCA project, which is in the bill for Fort Shafter, will go at 
Fort Shafter. This is a family housing project. 

Mr. Bray. Yes. 

General Suuner. Now, the one you see on this list, sir, at Fort 
Shafter, which is a Capehart project, is the one that I said we had 
not finally decided where it would go. 

Mr. Bray. I ask that that be removed from the bill, until we have 
some idea 

The Cuarrman. Well—— 

Mr. Bray. Mr. Chairman, incidentally, this matter at Hawaii, just 
for the information of the committee, has been brought to Delegate 
Burns’ and my attention. That is land that is roughly worth $35,000 
per lot, and there is intense feeling on the matter, and should be gone 
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into very thoroughly before housing is placed there. And I didn’t 
want any mistake of understanding by this committee or anyone else, 
where there is to be an authorization, of any building to go on Fort 
Derussy until the matter had been decided. 

I also discussed it with our counsel, Mr. Kelleher, several times. 

Colonel SymBou. Mr. Chairman, may I make a statement ? 

The command does have the plans to put some there at the moment, 
and it is in accordance with existing policy to build houses on land 
owned or controlled by the Army. We don’t go out and buy land if 
we already have existing land to build housing. That is what they 
are doing at the moment. 

Mr. Bray. Then it is possible, if that—line 18, at Fort Shafter, 481 
units: it is possible that some of that land will be placed, or some 
building will be made on Fort Derussy ? 

Colonel Symsot. Yes, sir. 

General Suuter. That is right. 

Mr. Bray. I ask, then, that that be deleted from the bill and take 
it up later. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

We will strike out Fort Shafter, 481 units? 

Mr. Keiiener. Mr, Chairman, may I make an alternate suggestion, 
that I think Mr. Bray will agree with, and that is to agree that none 
of the housing be on Fort Derussy. 

Will that be acceptable, Mr. Bray ? 

Mr. Bray. In that case, we might as well leave it out. 

General SHuter. Sir, the decision has not been made in Washington. 

Mr. Bray. This committee can make the decision, can’t they ? 

General SHuter. Yes. 

Mr. Bray. I move that this committee make such a decision, that it 
not be at this time placed on Fort Derussy. 

We are going to be exposed to tremendous criticisms, of building on 
$35,000 lots. 

Mr. Gavin. There is a quorum present, if you want to take a vote on 
it. I don’t think that is the thing to do. 

Mr. Burns. Mr. Chairman, I will accept the suggestion of Mr. 
Kelleher, as a reservation on the comittee action at this time. 

The Cuarrman. Put the language in, to that effect in the bill. 

Mr. Burns. Relating to the provision on the MCA housing, Mr. 
Chairman, if we will approve it. 

The Cuarrman. With that understanding. Then we go back on 
page 6 and approve Fort Shafter. It is written in there for $2,925,000. 

Now, the next section, 105, relates to $13 million—— 

Mr. Price. Mr. Chairman, may I ask this one question, before you 
go to the next chapter ? 

General, the 65 units for Granite City Engineer Depot: Is that an 
entirely new authorization, or is that for the projects that have been 
under consideration there for some time? 

Colonel Sympout. Mr. Congressman, that has already cleared the 
committee previously. We are not seeking new authorization. 

Mr. Price. New authorization for 65 more units? 

Colonel Sympot. Those 65, sir, have been cleared previously by this 
committee. 

Mr. Price. I think they were authorized. 
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Mr. Ketiener. They have been cleared. They are in here only 
because the law now requires them to be in, if they can’t be put under 
contract by June 30. But they are already cleared. 

The Cuatrman. Now, the committee understands we have approved 
all the Capehart house line items here, except Fort Carson of 200, 
which we strike out, and we pass over Fort Sam Houston, Tex., of 183, 
and we modify the language in reference to Fort Shafter, Haw ail, of 
481. 

Now, the next section, 105, relates to the increased cost of various 
projec ts authorized during the last session of Congress, and which 
amounts in the Army to some $13 million. 

Isn’t that, what it is for, General? 

General Suuter. That is right. 

The CuarrMan. Without objection, we approve those sections, down 
to section—— 

Mr. Ketiener. Through 108. 

The Cairman (continuing). Through 108. 

Mr. Keviener. Yes, sir. 

The Cuairman. Now, members of the committee, your achievement 
by this reduction amounts to $30,457,000. 

Mr. Rivers. That is down to page 15. 

The Cuatrman. Now, we have an amendment—Congressman 
Thomas. 

Thank you very much, General. 

General Suuter. Thank you, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Thomas, will you please come around ? 

Mr. Tuomas. Yes, sir. 

The CHatrMan. Sit right down, Mr. Thomas. 

Members of the committee, we have our distinguished colleague, 
Mr. Albert Thomas, who wishes to submit for your consideration a 
proposal, which—Mr. Kelleher, will you read ? 

Mr. Keriener. Yes, sir. 

Would you like Mr. Thomas’ language first, or the alternate lan- 
guage, Mr. Chairman? 

The Cuarrman. Yes. 

Mr. Ketiener. This will be a new section added to the end of the 
bill, as follows: 

The Secretary of the Army is authorized and directed to sell immediately all 
the right, title, and interest of the United States in and to all land and facilities 
comprising the San Jacinto Ordnance Depot near Houston, Texas, to individuals 
or firms only, not to any Government agency or department: Provided, That any 
removable facilities which are needed by the Department of the Army may be 
relocated in another location or in lieu thereof may be replaced at such other 
locations. 

The sale of the property shall be accomplished through the Chief of Engineers 
expeditiously by sale for cash or on terms in such manner and under such termes 
for cash or credit and in such size blocks as the Secretary of the Army shall deem 
advisable in the public interest, but conveying clear fee title without restrictions. 

All proceeds derived from the sale of the property shall be set aside in a sepa- 
rate fund of the Treasury and shall be obligated by Army and used to pay all 
expenses incurred in connection with the disposition of the property and the 
relocation or the replacement of any facilities at another location, including the 
poo gee of land, or used for any purpose designated by the Secretary of the 

rmy. 


There are hereby authorized to be appropriated such additional sums as may 
be necessary for the purpose of carrying out the provisions of this Act. 
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The CuHarrman. Now, members of the committee, that is what Mr. 
Thomas sent to me by communication, and [I laid it before the com- 
mittee. I studied this matter and I redrafted it in this kind of lan- 
guage. I think this is a more proper approach to deal with this 
question. 

Mr. KeLLEHER (reading) : 


The Secretary of the Army is authorized to enter into a contract or contracts 
for the relocation, exchange, or sale of the San Jacinto Ordnance Depot, Texas, 
and convey by quitclaim deed all right, title, and interest of the United States 
in and to said depot, upon such terms and conditions as the Secretary deems to 
be in the public interest. If such authority is exercised by the Secretary of the 
Army, it shall be subject to the following : 

A. If it is determined by the Secretary of the Army, with the approval of the 
Secretary of Defense, that substitute facilities are required— 

(1) The United States may retain possession of the depot or any part 
thereof only until such time as substitute facilities are substantially com- 
pleted and available for use. 

(2) The depot shali be moved to and integrated with the ammunition out- 
loading terminal previously authorized for construction at Point-aux-Pins, 
Alabama, and notwithstanding any other provision of this or any other Act 
the authority contained in the Act of July 27, 1954 (68 Stat. 536), for the 
acquisition of land and initiation of aaa for the Point-aux-Pins 
facility shall continue in effect until specifically superseded, modified or 
repealed. 

B. The sale or exchange of the San Jacinto Depot property shall be offered 
by the Chief of Engineers, United States Army, on behalf of and under the super- 
vision of the Secretary of the Army within six months after the date of this Act. 

Cc. A contract for the sale or exchange of the San Jacinto Depot shall be 
consummated as expeditiously as possible thereafter and on such terms as are 
determined by the Secretary of the Army to be in the best interests of the 
United States: Provided, That if the property is to be conveyed under any terms 
by which the purchase price is not to be paid in full simultaneously with the 
signing of the contract, title shall remain in the United States until full payment 
is made, but there shall be no penalty or charges made for deferred payment. 

D. Any proceeds from the sale or exchange shall be available to administer the 
provisions of this section and to pay any and all expenses, including land acquisi- 
tion in connection with the relocation, exchange or sale of the San Jacinto Depot 
or the establishment of a fully integrated depot at Point-aux-Pins, Alabama, with 
the balance, if any, deposited to the Treasury of the United States in miscel- 
laneous receipts. 

E. There are hereby authorized to be appropriated such sums as may be neces- 
sary for the purpose of carrying out the provisions of this section and a monetary 
limitation imposed by section 502 hereof shall not be inclusive of any funds re- 
quired for in connection with the San Jacinto Depot relocation. 

The Cuatrman. Now, Mr. Thomas, the committee will be pleased to 
have you submit any statement you desire to do so as to the wisdom 
or justification of the Government removing the ammunition depot off 
the estuary down below Houston, Tex. 

Mr. Tuomas. Thank you, Mr. Chairman, and gentlemen of the 
committee. I won’t detain you but 4 minutes, or less. 

First, let me thank the committee for its generosity in allowing me 
to come here. 

I might say, Mr. Chairman, you and all the members of the com- 
mittee look mighty fresh this morning after this tremendous ordeal 
you have had for the last 3 or 4 months. You have done enough work 
to put most of you in the hospital. But apparently you seem to thrive 
on it. 

Mr. Rivers. I move the approval of the papper, [ Laughter. ] 

Mr. THomas. Mr. Chairman, I have no pride in authorship of the 
language submitted. Our very able friend over here, Brother Smart, 








and I worked out the language. It only does three things: It makes 
it mandatory that the depot be vinnwed: 

No. 2, it takes it out of the hands for disposal purposes of the 
General Services Administration and keeps it in the hands of the 
Army. 

I will attempt to speak for General Services Administration. If 
they don’t scream too loudly, I will attempt to pacify them. 

The third thing: it gives to the Army the proceeds of the sale to 
the property for obligation as they see fit. There is no limitation 
on it. 

Again, I won’t attempt to speak for the Appropriations Committee, 
but as a member of that committee I will speak for myself. But if the 
committee kicks at the language, I will attempt to pacify them, 
because there is nothing wrong in the language. The language is 
doing the right thing by the Army. 

The Cuatrman. Now, Mr. Thomas 

Mr. Tuomas. I haven’t read the language read by the chairman, 
but if the chairman wants that language, of course I will be glad 
toaccept it. But I do hope 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Mr. Tuomas (continuing). He will see to it that the language is 
mandatory that the Army dispose of it. 

The only thing I care to say is this: 

The Army don’t want to get out. After all, that is just following 
the old pattern of human nature. Nobody ever wants to give up 
anything. But they say it will cost $33 million to relocate the depot. 
And they claim they will lose money. 

T left Houston last night. I talked with many experts down there, 
and they say the land will bring anywhere from $3,500 an acre to— 
some of it will bring six and seven thousand an acre. So, under any 
stretch of imagination, the land—the land, and not the equipment 
that is on there—will bring from $17,500,000 to $20 million. 

Now, the land and the equipment, without depreciation now, cost the 
taxpayers about $1614 million. 

The equipment has been on there since 1943, and that is what— 
about 15 years. 

Now, in arriving at that $33 million figure the Army uses as to cost 
and the question of acquisition, they charge $12 million for an ammonia 
plant that is on there. 

Well, let me give the history of the ammonia plant, the $12 million 
figure. So, subtract your $12 million figure from your $33 million 
figure and you got $21 million, haven’t you? 

Let’s see what the ammonia plant is worth under the formula that 
this committee has used many, many times. And I refer you to the 
great legislation and the great sale this committee made in rubber 
plants. 

Now, there is a good example. I am talking about what a piece 
of property cost in the way of a manufacturing facility minus its 
depreciation. And that is the only way you can go about it. 

All right. This ammonia plant was built in 1941 or 1942, in the 
State of Missouri, gentlemen, and was knocked down and transported 
and rebuilt. And this is all under wage and hour control, see, in 1946, 
and removed from Missouri, the State of Missouri, to this depot. 
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And Secretary Gray—and I regret I don’t have the letter, but I am 
going to dig it up because it is in the file and I will bring it to you. 
At the time the ammonia plant was knocked down in Missouri and 
transported and rebuilt in Houston, it was about $5 or $6 million. 

Now, it has been in operation down there 10 or 12 years. And to put 
the old depreciated formula on it, it can’t be worth more than $2 mil- 
lion of anybody’s money because it never did cost more than $5 or $6 
million at most. 

So, gentlemen, when you get through, you are going to have revenue 
of $17.5 million to $20 million, and our very able and distinguished 
friend, Frank Boykin, in Alabama, says you will buy 15,000 acres on 
the water over there at $50 an acre. 

Well, suppose the gentleman is wrong, and suppose it is $100 an 
acre. That is $114 million. 

Anyway, the depot can be replaced certainly anywhere from $15 
to $17 to $20 million. And, if so, it is not going to cost the Govern- 
ment one penny. 

I bring you greetings, gentlemen, from the mayors and city coun- 
cils of the city of Houston, San Jacinto City, about 4 miles from this, 
on the opposite side, the city of Pasadena, about 5 miles, a city of 
60,000, Galena Park, Deer Park, Baytown, about 10 miles from there, 
a city of 60,000, LaPorte, and the port commissioners of the city of 
Houston. 

Those are the interested people—the mayors and the city councils. 
And, incidentally, the Chamber of Commerce of Houston, too. They 
all hope that you will make it mandatory that this will be removed 
immediately. They don’t think—and they are all good businessmen— 
that the taxpayers are going to lose any money whatsoever. 

Mr. Rivers. Could I inquire one thing from the distinguished gen- 
tleman from Houston ? 

Mr. Tuomas. Thank you, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. The reason you want this moved primarily is to save 
your cities from being blown up ? 

Mr. Tuomas. It is bound to be a health hazard, I will say to my 
distinguished friend from South Carolina. Here is a fast-growing 
industrial area with millions upon millions of oil refineries and chem- 
ical refineries, in 3 to 5 miles of it, or 6 miles. 

Think about Texas City. Texas City is only 25 miles from there. 

Mr. Rivers. You just don’t want another Texas City disaster. 

Mr. Tuomas. I don’t want another Texas City. It is an economic 
hazard to the community, too. 

Gentlemen 

The Cuairman. What is the population of the area around the 
ammunition dump, the total population you would say ? 

Mr. THomas. May I say to the chairman, you are in that highl 
industrialized area of Harris County, up and down that ship chadinal. 
Within a radius of, say, 10 miles of the ammunition dump? I am 
guessing, but I would say 150,000. 

Mr. Kilday, 200,000? 

Mr. Kizpay. I would think—I am not too familiar with that loca- 
tion, but you have over 1 million people there. 
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Mr. THomas. In the whole county. You have 1,200,000 in the whole 
county. Say within 10 miles of that is a dead minimum of 150,000 to 
200,000, I would say, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuairman. That is population. 

Now, in regard to industrial installations, are there any industrial 
installations there ? 

Mr. THomas. Oh, there must be in a radius of 10 miles—there are 
10 to 12 to 15 chemical plants and oil refineries there. One of the 
biggest in the world is less than 10 miles from there. 

The Cuairman. And the sentiment of the community is, on account 
of the hazard necessary to remove it ? 

Mr. Tuomas. Surely, yes, sir. 

The Cuairman. How many acres does the Government own on the 
base ? 

Mr. Tuomas. In round figures, 5,000, of the most valuable—— 

The CuHairman. How many ? 

Mr. Tuomas. 5,000, in round figures. 

The Cuarrman. 5,000. 

Thank you, very much. 

Mr. Tuomas. Thank you very much, gentlemen. 

The Cuatrman. Any questions by any members of the committee? 

(No response. ) 

The Cuarrman. Thank you very much, members of the committee. 

Members of the committee, this finishes the Army section. We 
have accomplished something worth while. We have reduced the 
Army’s request $30,457,000. 

Tomorrow morning we will start off with the Navy. And I want 
to thank all of you for coming here at 9 o’clock. We accomplished 
something. 

Now, it is half past—why, it is just half past 10. 

Anyone here from the Navy Department? 

[ Laughter. ] 

The CuatrmMan. We will take a recess until tomorrow morning at 
9, to take up the Navy. 

(Whereupon, at 10:30 a. m., the hearing was adjourned, to recon- 
vene at 9a. m., Tuesday, May 27, 1958.) 


Houser or REPRESENTATIVES, 
ComMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, 
Washington, D. C. Tuesday, May 27, 1958. 

The committee met at 9 a. m., Hon. Carl Vinson (chairman) 
presiding. 

The CHatrmMan. Now let the committee come to order. 

This is a continuation of the hearing on H. R. 12360. I think it is 
highly important, members of the committee, that we return to the 
Army section of the bill relating to Capehart housing and get more 
information in regard to it. 

Now that is on pages 9 and 10 of the bill. Who is here from the 
Army with reference to the Capehart housing ? 

Mr. Ketiexer. Colonel Symbol, Mr. Chairman. 

Colonel Symeon. I am Colonel Symbol, Chief of the Family Hous- 
ing Division, Department of the Army. 
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I would like for the record, sir, to enter a few facts concerning the 
Capehart housing at Fort Bragg 

Sir. we have a . requirement for 9 ,628 sets of family housing at this 
station. That figure includes 2,507 "of the lower 3 grades who are not 
authorized housing. However, they are married and some have 
children and they have to live some place. 

We have assets at Fort Bragg totaling 5,558, consisting of 501 pub- 
lic quarters, 2,000 Wherry housing, and % 500 Capehart housing under 
construction, some of which are completed. 

Then we have 1,557 community support. That leaves us, sir, a net 
deficit of about 4, 070 sets of quarters. Sir, when this project was ap- 
proved initially to construct the 1,500 Capeharts, we were directed to 
dispose of or inactivate a total of 1,561 sets of substandard quarters 
on the station. 

If this project that we are discussing this morning is not approved, 
then we will have a net loss of 61 units when we inactivate these 1,561 
and are only building 1,500 new ones. So we lose 61 sets. 

If we are permitted to build these 367 sets then we will have a net 
gain of 306 sets which we feel is quite small compared to our 4,000 
plus deficit. 

So, actually what will happen, Mr. Chairman, is when we get these 
houses built the peopie will essentially move across the street from the 
substandard housing into the adequate housing. 

It will not be a major influx from the community. 

In addition, Mr. Chairman, I would like to mention the legislation 
that was passed last session, in which we have to dispose of these sub- 
standard houses within 2 years. So these in a sense are replacement 
housing. Certainly we do want to get rid of these 1,561 aeeandrd 
units. 

In addition the Federal Housing Administration, who conducted 
an independent survey, approved this project of 367 units. 

One other point, Mr. Chairman. As I understand it, there are about 
11,000 rental houses in the vicinity of Fayetteville all told, including 
some substandard and adequate housing. If we take the difference 
between our housing requirements, the true housing requirements of 
7,121—those are the ones that are authorized housing by permanent 
legislation, and I am excluding the 2,500 soldiers that are married 
and are not authorized housing—we will have a net deficit of about 
2,700. 

Then if you add those 2,500 lower grades, we have about 5,000 mili- 
tary personnel competing for those 11,000 rentals in the town of 
Fayetteville and vicinity. 

Now, I am talking about the Army only. The people that are 
permanently living in the town of Fayetteville plus the Air Force 
and others are also competing for these 11,000 rentals. 

My last point that I would like to make, Mr. Chairman, is I believe 
you will recall that previously we spent half a day before this commit- 
tee discussing the Fort Benning and the Fort Bragg housing. At that 
time the facts were presented from both sides, from the local interests 
and the Army. 

The CHarman. Now at that time, my recollection is that we ap- 
proved 2,000 units for Fort Bragg. 

Colonel Sympor. That is correct, sir. 
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The Cuarrman. That was 2 years ago? 

Colonel Sympou. Yes, sir 

The CHarrman. Now, this 367 units is a part of the 2,000 that 
were originally approved by the subcommittee and the full committee ! 

Colonel Sympou. That is correct, sir. 

The CHarrMan. Now, tell us about the 2,000 units. How many of 
the 2,000 units have been puilt ? 

Colonel Sympon. Sir, there are 1,500 that are under contract, some 
of them built and occupied. 

The Cuairman. Of the original 2,000? 

Colonel SymBou. Yes, sir. 

The Cuamman. And then, on account of the law saying it must be 
a line item, that is the reason it is appearing in this bill today ? 

Colonel Sympou. That is correct, sir, because 

The CuarrMan. If it were not for that requirement of the law, you 
would continue to build until you had constructed the 2,000 units ? 

Colonel Sympou. That is correct, sir. 

The CHatrman. And this 367 units is a part and parcel of the 
original 2,000 units ? 

Colonel Sympon. Yes, sir. 

The Cratrman. That was my recollection. 

Thank you very much in regard to that. 

Now, I think we had better have some information in regard to 
each one of these. 

Mr. Krrcntn. Mr. Chairman, before we leave Fort Bragg, may 1 
have an opportunity to make a statement ? ? 

The CuarrMan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kircntn. At the outset, in order to properly bottom my ques- 
tions, Colonel, I want to have the record clearly show that I am in 
favor of the 367 units being built at Fort Bragg. I am not in opposi- 
tion to those units. I am not here defending the Chamber of ae 
merce of Fayetteville or any other private interest. 

My sole interest in this matter is the method and manner in which 
the Army and all other services obtain information upon which they 
declare certain housing substandard. 

As you recall yesterd: iy, I sent over to you a copy of this question- 
naire which, apparently, was sent out or given out in the pay lines 
down at Fort Bragg to the various people that were paid down there ; 
that is my infor mation. 

Now, I am very happy that you have Mr. Harvey here this morn- 
ing. I understand he was head of the team that went down and 
investigated this housing proposition in the vicinity of Fort Bragg. 

To make myself per fectly clear again, my particular constituents 
in the Eighth Congressional District of North Carolina are very in- 

sistent that I make an effort. to expedite the construction of the 367 
units in Fort Bragg. 

Fort Bragg is not in my congressional district. So, therefore, 
from a selfish political standpoint, I have no interest in the chamber 
of commerce position as it is reflected by those who visited here and 
represent that great city in North Carolina. 

I have before me, however—and you have a copy of it—a question- 
naire that was apparently sent out from the post at Fort Bragg to a 
various number of personnel there, which I would like to ask a 
question about in a moment, but to give a little bit of foundation about 
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this particular questionnaire I would like to point out—and if this 
information is wrong, I would like to be corrected—that in 1956 the 
Department of the Army survey showed the number of married per- 
sonnel at Fort Bragg requiring housing of this nature to be 15,913. 

The 1958 survey—and I am assuming this survey was made in 
conjunction with Mr. Harvey’s team—showed that the family housing 
requirement was 11,515, or a reduction of 4,398 family housing 
requirements in the area, in Bragg. 

Now, the 1956 Department of “Army survey showed the number of 
married personel living in adequate quarters off the post to be 6,264. 
However, the 1958 survey showed only 1,761 married personnel living 
in adequate quarters, therefore declaring that the only adequate 
community support had been reduced by 4,503. 

Now, the ceeblens that presents itself to me is, first, after the reduc- 
tion of some 4,300 requirements on the post, there was apparently 
declared in 1956, 6,264 adequate—well, housing for 6,264 people in the 
Fort Bragg vicinity, which were living in st: andard or adequate hous- 
ing. But within the 2-year period—I do not know where they went 
or whether it is the same houses that they are living in or anything 
else of that nature, but the 1958 survey showed there were only 1, 761 
living in adequate hqusing or standard housing in the town of Fort 
Bragg. 

Now that, in itself, shows that the reduction in adequate community 
support was some 200 more than the reduction in the housing require- 
ments for the post, for Fort Bragg. 

Now, I would like to inquire—and I am glad Mr. Harvey is here; 
maybe he can straighten us out—I would like to inquire as to whether 
or not this questionnaire that was sent out which, in my opinion, is 
certainly—using the word “adequate” again—not adequate to obtain 
true and accurate statistical information—whether or not the reduc- 
tion from some 6,200 to 1,700 standard housing in the vicinity of Fort 
Bragg was based upon the results obtained from this questionn: lire 
or whether it was based upon the results of an actual inspection of the 
units by Mr. Harvey’s team. 

Colonel Sympoi. Sir—— 

Mr. Krrcnin. Can you answer that ? 

Colonel Sympor. May I answer that ? 

Mr. Krrcntn. Yes, sir. 

Colonel Sympou. First, I have been here—this is my fourth year 
here, Mr. Kitchin, and I do not recall the 6,000 figure. I do not 
remember it. 

To answer your question specifically, the answer is “no.” This 367- 
unit project was developed by the command, approved by the Depart- 
ment of Army and the Department of Defense last fall. ‘We submitted 
our fiscal year 1959 public works bill, which included this project, to 
the Department of Defense in November—November 29 of last year. 

This questionnaire that you have, sir, is a brandnew questionnaire 
recently developed by the post and they are using it at the moment. 

We certainly believe that a questionnaire is required. 

The post, in utilizing that questionnaire in each instance, will eval- 
uate each questionnaire. They will not accept the face v: alue of those 
figures. They will take each one and evaluate it. In addition, they 
will do with that questionnaire as they have done in the past—set up 
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special teams to go out and look over these houses, look them over on 
the ground. 

The Cuamrman. Right in that connection, then, the committee can 
understand there will be a personal inspection by a team to determine 
whether or not a house is substandard. 

Colonel Sympot. Sir, yes, sir—prebably not 100 percent, but a large 
representative sample will be inspected. 

The CHarrmMan. One minute, now. We do not want any check 
inspection. We want an actual, physical inspection of each unit, 
because there is too much money involved. Why isn’t it feasible to 
have an actual inspection of each premise, instead of relying upon 
some questionnaire? The questionnaire can be of some value, but 
an inspection by a team should be far more important and very much 
better than the questionnaire. 

Colonel Symzon. Mr. Chairman, we will do that in conjunction with 
the real estate people of the town of Fayetteville. 

The CHarrmaNn. I am just wondering if we should not put some- 
thing in the law to require it, it must be certified that as a result of 
an inspection a house it declared substandard. 

Now, we cannot do this thing just by questionnaires from people 
because anyone who occupies a house that they do not own—they 
would like certain changes to be made in it. That is the reason why 
it is not sometimes profitable to have rental property, because you 
have to be changing everything to suit the tenant. But they are good 
liveable quarters and they are not substandard. 

Now, there must be a little closer check on what is substandard 
because it is subject to abuse. I think, Mr. Kelleher, we should try to 
frame some kind of language to say there must be a physical inspection 
of each unit to be declared substandard, in addition to whatever 
questionnaire they send out. In that way we can get a little bit 
better control over substandard quarters. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. Krrentn. Mr. Chairman, I would like to go back. 

The CHarrMan. Yes. 

Mr. Krrceurn. I will yield to the gentleman, the chairman of the 
subcommittee. 

The Carman. Mr. Rivers. 

Mr. Rivers. That is one reason, Mr. Chairman, our subcommittee 
has recommended to you that our subcommittee be given authority to 
employ seomebody to assist us in doing the same thing you are talking 
about. This will not do any good unless the committee has a repre- 
sentative go and make spot checks in behalf of the committee. 

The Cuarrman. Well, you see, Mr. Rivers 

Mr. Rivers. We have to have some representation somewhere. 

The CHarmrman. You see, Mr. Rivers, the language of the law now, 
it is not being referred to the committee right now. We may have 
to get back to refer it to the committee. 

Mr. Rivers. We may have to. 

The Cuatrman. Which I think is a more intelligent approach. 

Mr. Rivers. Unless and until we get some representaive of this 
committee who has the time to go out and represent the committee, 
we cannot ever depend on a 100 percent report. I want that in the 
record. 
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The Cuatrman. It should be done by the Department. Go ahead, 
Mr. Kitchin. 

Mr. Krrcutin. I understood you to tell the chairman that you would 
do this in the future. 

Colonel Sympou. At Fort Bragg, yes, sir. 

Mr. Krrcenrn. At Fort Bragg. Now let me ask you a question: 
Was there a physical inspection made of the actual housing in the 
vicinity of Fort Bragg, physically ? 

Colonel Sympou. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kirenry. And upon that did you base your requirements when 
you asked for the authorization of the initial 2,000 housing units? 

Colonel Sympoxt. Yes; but each house was not inspected, sir. It was 
a large 

Mr. Kircui1n. What percentage of houses are inspected when you 
have a check of this nature ? 

Colonel Symzo.. About 25 percent, sir. 

Mr. Krreutn. About 25 percent / 

Colonel Symeou. That is right. 

Mr. Kircurn. And based on that check of 25 percent of the housing, 
you make your declaration / 

Colonel Symon. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kircnr. As te how many units are actually substandard hous- 
ing in the vicinity ? 

Colonel Sympou. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Krronr. Mr. Chairman, I think that is a 75-percent possibility 
of error, when they only see about 25 percent of them. 

Now, let me ask this question, Colonel: Has this type of question- 
naire been used at any other post in any other vicinity to your knowl- 
edge, to acquire such information for statistical purposes ? 

Colonel Symevou. Mr. Kitchin, the other stations do use question- 
naires. This is the most lengthy and detailed one that I have seen. 

Mr. Krrenin. Yes. Now, Mr. Chairman, for the record—lI am not 
going to belabor the situation. I would like to leave a copy of this with 
the Real Estate Subcommittee. 

I would like to just point out for the benefit of the committee some 
of the questions that are asked the various housewives of the service 
personnel. 

This portion of this questionnaire is titled “To be Completed by 
Personnel Renting a House in Vicinity of Fort Bragg, Fayetteville, 
N.C.” 

After the first few questions involving “Do you live in an apartment” 
or “an individual home” and what is the cost of your rent and the cost 
of your heat, and so forth, then the questions start : 

Is your rental of suitable design and construction for general livability and 
does it present a good appearance? 

Exterior and interior? 

Does your rental have: 

(a) Individual kitchen. ——? 


(b) Adequate kitchen cabinets? 
(c) Adequate sink— 


and I will skip 1 or 2 of these questions. 


(f) Adequate water pressure. 
(g) Adequate supply hot and cold running water. 
(h) Adequate heating facilities. 
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(i) Adequate electric lights. 

(j) Adequate electrical outlets. 

(1) Adequate floor space and is it properly distributed. 
(m) Finished floors, etc, etc. 

(The full questionnaire is as follows :) 


BPxursit No. 1 


FAMILY HOUSING QUESTIONNAIRE 
(Use pencil if desired) 
(RCS-ABCGD-OT-18) 


The purpose of the questions listed below is to provide Department of the 
Army with sufficient information on which to base planning and justification for 
construction of family housing at Fort Bragg; also, for the purpose of reporting 
overall adequate family housing community support in the vicinity of Fort Bragg, 
N.C. It is desired that this questionnaire be answered to the best of your knowl- 
edge. Married personnel living in government quarters on post will complete 
Section I below only. 

Inclosure I—For married personnel who live in a house in Fort Bragg-Fay- 
etteville vicinity. 

Section I—To be completed by home owners only. 

Section II—To be completed by home renters only. 

Inclosure II—For married personnel who live in a trailer in Fort Bragg- 
Fayetteville vicinity. 

Inclosure II1I—For married personnel whose families do not live in the vicinity 
of Fort Bragg-Fayetteville. 

SEcTION I 


General Information to Be Answered by All Married Male Personnel 
(Please Print) 


Bhs; PRD ace legs renee td eos Sendcancel tages andi cian eliealnts dns GBT al ch Seige 
Last First Middle ASN 
Grade or Rank Grasinesn --- = ee 
ci el eng See ces aT a Rega iaabails --_. Years --.. Months 
Date entered Active Duty Total Years Service 
a ee Address of Residence of your Dependents ### 
(Street or RFD Nr) (City or if on Post, Area) (State) 
2. Number of Dependents (do not include yourself). 
aaa I acest VO dees OY oecaaeee cpbeiams)” “necanabine’” Snead, \acaiatae™, Gee 
SG 425; “OR ORS. cgi” etanae eee”. aedanabh ec annaee eel 
3. Do you: 
a. Live off post and travel to and from work? —___. Yes -__. No. (If yes, 


complete Section II below and Inclosures 1 or 2, whichever is applicable. ) 
b. Do you live in BOQ or EM barracks, with your family away from the 
vicinity of Fort Bragg too far to commute daily to and from work? 


_... Yes -_.. No. (If yes, complete Inclosure 3, disregard Inclosures 
1 and 2.) 
c. Do you live in government family quarters on post? -_.. Yes —__~ No. 


Section II 


To Be Completed by All Married Male Personnel Who Live Off Post In the Fort 
Bragg-Fayetteville Vicinity 
1. Do you live in a (check one) — 
_... House (Complete Inclosure I) ? 
_... Trailer (Complete Inclosure I1) ? 
2. Do you (check one)— 
_... Rent the house or trailer you live in? 
_... Own or are paying for the house or trailer you live in? 
8. Do you live within thirty (80) minutes traveling distance or within a fifteen 


mile radius of Fort Bragg? -.__. Yes  —_-- No. 
4. How long does it take you to travel to or from work? ___. Minutes (one way 
only). 


5. Approximately how many miles is it from your home to Fort Bragg? ~~~ 
Miles (one way only). 
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INCLOSURE 


To Be Completed by Personnel Owning or Buying a Home In Vicinity of Fort 
Bragg-Fayetteville Vicinity (Trailer Occupants Complete Inclosure II) 


Section I-To be completed by home owners only 
Section II—To be completed by home renters only. 


SEcTION I 


To Be Completed by Personnel Owning or Buying a Home In Vicinity of Fort 
Bragg-Fayetteville, N. C. 


1. Is your home fully paid for? _._.__ Yes --_-. No. 

2. If permanent on-post quarters had been made available, would you have 
purchased your home? __.. Yes -— _ .. No. 

3. Did you buy your home because you could not get government quarters or a 
satisfactory rental? _... Yes —-___ No. 

4. Did you buy your home for an investment? __._. Yes —___ No. 

5. Do you plan to sell your home when you leave Fort Bragg? -._. Yes 
=ii2 ae 

6. Did you buy your home because you plan to retire in this area? _._.__ Yes 
omy | 

7. What are your monthly expenditures? (a) Fixed monthly pay- 
ments $ _.___; (b) Maintenance (12 Mo average) $ ____; (c) Heat $ ____; (d) 
Electricity $ ---_; (e) Water $ -___; (f) Sewage $ ---._; (g) Taxes (an- 
nual) $ ____; (h) Others $ ____; (t) Total Utilities; $ __._ (c, d, e, f, g, and h). 
Total monthly expenses $_-~--. 

8. Are you provided with garbage pickup service? _._.. Yes —_-_ No. 

9. How many rooms are there in your home? ____; Bedrooms -__.._; Name 


Nee ee eee ckep hay nen binge omeoniesinmcasesannbensne anesgpacineoenie 

10. Do you consider your home to be of suitable design and construction for 
general livability and does it present a good appearance (interior and exterior) ? 
Toe, ee ee, ee MOOT ENRMR WORD fon ce enim enninw 


11. Does your home have: 


a. Individual kitchen ___. Yes —___No. 
b. Adequate kitchen cabinets _._.. Yes ----_No. 
ec. Adequate sink ._._._.Yes --.. No. 
d. Individual inside bathroom (not shared with another family) ~~... Yes 
ls 
e. Inside toilets _._.. Yes --.. No. 
f. Adequate water pressure __.. Yes — .._ No. 
g. Adequate supply hot and cold running water _._.. Yes —---~ No. 
h. Adequate heating facilities _..0Yes - .-.. No. 
i. Adequate electric lights _... Yes -- . No. 
j. Adequate electrical outlets _... Yes ---. No. 
k. Safe electrical wiring _... Yes -—-__ No. 
i. Adequate floor space __.. Yes ---_ No. 
m. Finished floors _... Yes —--_ No. 
n, Finished exterior walls _... Yes ---. No. 
o. Finished interior walls _... Yes ---. No. 
p. Finished ceiling _... Yes -—--. No. 
q. Adequate storage space _._._ Yes  —_-. No. 
12. Is your home weathertight or watertight? _._._. Yes -... No. If no, 
ra ert nit dtr srernieinniesa entenimenis eretohce reper ernistme minim en cnnencien 
13. Do you consider your home structurally safe to livein? -... Yes ---. No, 
14. Does your bathroom door open directly into your living room? __._ Yes 
xsageeeslt UNS RMR IIE oe ON ecemeees ( INO> 
15. Does the main entrance of your bathroom open to a hall? _._-__ Yes —--. 
No. 
16. Do you have to go through one bedroom to another? ____ Yes  — __. No. 


17. Is your home located near a sewage disposal plant, waste dump, industrial 
exhaust or swampy stagnant tract presenting obnoxious odors; located near a 
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railroad, heavy industrial shop buildings creating excessive noise, dust or hazard 
to you or your family? .... Yes -... No. (If yes, explain below.) 


18. Does the location of your home present extreme inconvenience and diffi- 
culty in daily commuting with respect to your duties? _... Yes -... No. (If 
yes, explain) 


INCLOSURE I 
SECTION II 


To Be Completed by Personnel Renting a Home (House) in 
Fort Bragg-Fayetteville Vicinity. 


19. Do you live in: 

---. Anapartment house __.._ Duplex. 

.--. Individual home. 
20. Is your home or apartment furnished? _... Yes -___ No. 
21. What are your monthly expenditures? 

64. Beas... 


. Total Utilities (b, c, d, e, f) $ _--__; Total monthly expenses $ ____. 
22. How many rooms are there in your rental? ___._; Bedrooms —_--. Name. 
CGE TOES cain ccmtioniensimeietce TE ob etek oe hae ee edo 
23. Is your rental of suitable design and construction for general liveability 
and does it present a good appearance? (interior and exterior) .... Yes 
No. If no, give description why 
24. Does your rental have: 


Qroeass 
2 e 
2 
= 
ge 
e 
Rf 
I 
i 
' 

! 


a. Individual kitchen? _._. Yes -—-_.. No; 
b. Adequate kitchen cabinets _.._. Yes --_-. No; 
c. Adequate sink _._._ Yes -_.. No; 
d. Individual inside bathroom (not shared with another family) -... Yes 
gunn Ot 
e. Inside toilets _... Yes -—--.. No; 
f. Adequate water pressure __._._ Yes --.. No; 
g. Adequate supply hot and cold running water .... Yes -... No; 
h. Adequate heating facilities ...m'Yes - ...No; 
i. Adequate electric lights _... Yes --.. No; 
j. Adequate electric outlets __.. Yes --.. No; 
k. Safe electric wiring _._._. Yes --.. No 
1. Adequate floor space and is it properly distributed ? ica” ented Gene 
m. Finished floors _..__ Yes -—---. No; 
n. Finished exterior walls _.._. Yes -—--.. No; 
o. Finished interior walls _... Yes — ... No; 
p. Finished ceiling... Yes - --~ No. 
q. Adequate storage space ___. Yes -- _. No. 
yr, Adequate windows __-- Yes -___ No. 
8s. Cook stove ____ Yes -—--- No. 
t. Refrigerator _...Yes ---~ No. 
25. Do you pay extra for the use of cook stove, refrigerator, etc? __._. Yes 
savanna SPR RS CON 5a cds stn ibn incentive na tain lilac na ea i Rangeela aa 
26. Are you provided with garbage pickup service? aa ewe | 
27. Is your rental weathertight or watertight? _... Yes -_-. No. If no, ex- 
een a ae ee a a ee LO ES 
28. Is your rental structurally safe to live in? _.._. Yes -__. No. If no, ex- 
RI tc ne eh cit ni ed tat gaol mailp cineca Seah tela Sled nasties hcg thins bh es an acai gions Geach agave cane 


20066—58— No. 86——16 
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29. Does your bathroom door open directly into: 
a. Living room ___. Yes —_-~ No. 
b. Dining room _-__._ Yes __~_~ No. 
30. Does the main entrance of your bathroom open to a hall? _--__ Yes ~-_~ No. 
31. Do you have to go through one bedroom to another? ___._ Yes ~~~ No. 
32. Is your rental located near a sewage disposal plant, waste dump, industrial 
exhaust or swampy stagnant tract presenting obnoxious odors; located near a 
railroad, heavy industrial shop buildings creating excessive noise, dust, or hazard 
bo you oF your fami? ..._ tes .... No. (If yes, explain) —.................. 
33. Does the location of your rental present extreme inconvenience and diffi- 
culty in daily commuting with respect to your duties? _.___ Yes -__. No. If 
Ne ee a a ec cst ele stm alisien te erence eomeeaen a 


INCLOSURE II 


This Inclosure To Be Completed By All Married Personnel Living In 
Trailers In Fort Bragg-Fayetteville Vicinity 
1. Is your trailer (check one) :__-_. On post  —-_-~~ Off post. 
2. Are you (check one): -_-. Renting trailer: -_-. Own (fully paid for) 


3. What are you paying for: Rent of trailer (if rental) $ _--_----------------. 


4. What are the dimensions of your trailer in feet? _____.__ft. long; -.------ 
ft. wide. ° 
5. How many rooms does your trailer have? —-_ Name rooms and number 


6. Does your trailer have inside plumbing for : 


a. Kitchen facilities _._..Yes - ~~ No. 
b. Bathroom ____ Yes —__~- No. 
c. Hot and cold water __._. Yes ~~. No. 
7. If you own trailer or are paying for one, did you purchase the trailer 
_.._. before or ___-_ after you arrived at Fort Bragg (check one). 
8. Do you consider your trailer adequate housing for you and your family? 
pee RS 
9. Would you sell or rent out your trailer (owners only) if adequate housing 
would be provided on Post? _-__. Yes --_~_ No. 


10. Did you buy your trailer because adequate on-post or off-post housing 
could not be found? __._. Yes —__~_ No. 


INCLOSURE III 


To Be Completed By All Male Married Personnel Whose Families Do Not 
Live In The Fort Bragg-Fayetteville Vicinity 

1. Do your dependents live more than fifty (50) miles away from Fort Bragg? 
_... Yes -_.. No. If no, give approximate mileage (one way) to your home: 

2. Do your dependents live away from Fort Bragg-Fayetteville Area because 
adequate quarters cannot be found on or off post? _... Yes — _- No. 

3. If adequate quarters were made available on post or in the vicinity of Fort 
Bragg within reasonable rental rates, would you move your family to this 
vicinity? _..__. Yes -...No. (If no, state reason) _____---- wee is Sit oe 


Mr. Krrentn. Now, Mr. Chairman, the reason I am requesting this 
type of questionnaire: I know from personal experience that a house- 
wife is never satisfied with what she has, and I do not know of any 
one that has adequate closet space, adequate storage space, adequate 
electric lights, adequate outlets, adequate this, that, and the other. 








' 
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So the point I am tr rying to raise, if this statistical information upon 
which the testimony is being presented to this committee comes from 
questionnaires where you leave to the housewife the interpretation 
of the word “adequate,” ” T think it is kind of like a lawyer asking the 
witness on the stand, When did you stop beating your wife? 

It is one of those things that you know what the answer is going 
to be at the outset. 

Now, that is the main reason for my inquiry into this thing. Again, 
I reiterate it is not against the 367 units at Bragg. 

The Cuarrman. May I ask a question, Mr. Kitchin ? 

Mr. Krrenrn. Yes. 

The Cuarrman. Now, that is with reference to a substandard house 
that the Army personnel is renting from some private individual ? 

Mr. Krrentn. It has to do with a house that is being rented and 
whether or not it would be declared substandard is based on the 
answer to this questionnaire. 

The Cuatrman. Anyway, it does not belong to the Government, that 
house ? 

Colonel Sympor. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Kirton. Right. 

The Criarrman. It belongs to a private individual ? 

Colonel Symon. Yes, sir. 

The Cuamman. The soldier is put into that house ? 

Colonel Sympou. Yes, sir. 

The CuHarrman. And that is a questionnaire to determine what 
kind of a house he is living in? 

Colonel Symnor. That is right, sir. 

The Cuamman. Now, the Government—the soldier is forced to 
pay the rent? 

Mr. Harpy. No, he is not. 

Mr. Ketieuer. He voluntarily goes into the house. 

The CHatrman. Of course, he voluntarily goes in because he has 
no other place to live. And he is being charged rent. And, of 
course, ordinarily it is a very high rent. This discloses the type of 
house he is living in? 

Colonel Sympon. That is right. 

The CrHarrman. And what he thinks of it. 

Now, I would like to ask Mr. Kitchin: Why is a soldier not entitled 
to have adequate quarters and suitable quarters and quarters that 
will not have an effect upon his morale, in being forced or being 
compelled to occupy a substandard house or a house which he thinks 
the rent is entirely too high for what he is getting ? 

Mr. Krrenr. I am surprised, frankly, that the chairman would 
ask me a question because I am totally in sympathy with adequate 
housing for all personnel. 

The Cuatrman. That is right, but I am in total sympathy with an 
inquiry that is being directed to the oce upancy of the house when the 
military man is forced to live in those kinds of premises, and he is 
paying, no doubt, in a great many instances, a very high rent. Be- 
cause my observ ation has been that wherever the military is stationed, 
the people are more interested in getting high rent from the person 
because he knows what allowance he has and he is going to get right 
to the top every time. There being a scarcity of houses, they are in 
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a great many instances compelled to occupy quarters that are by 
no means in the area that they should be for one that pays that kind 
of rent. 

Mr. Krrentn. Mr. Chairman, I would like to admit for the record 
that I do not care to debate the issue with the chairman here, but I 
think he has gotten an entirely different conception as to what my 
inquiry is about. 

The Cuarrman. Well—— 

Mr. Kitcurn. I have no—— 

The CHatrman. You were taking exceptions to the questionnaire. 
You were taking exception because they are asking the question 
whether this or that is nice or satisfactory, and this is a private indi- 
vidual home and the soldier is forced to go in this home and he is 
paying a high rent for this home. They just want to know what 
accommodations they were getting for the rent. 

Mr. Harpy. Would the gentleman yield ? 

Mr. Krrenry. Not until I get this thing straightened out, not for 
the record, but with the chairman, if I might be allowed to do so. 

I am taking exception not to the questionnaire or to the method of 
sending questionnaires to these soldiers and their wives who are sit- 
uated in privately owned homes where they rent, but I am taking 
exception to the wording of the questionnaire itself, leaving up to the 
housewife—— 

The CuHarrman. Now 

Mr. Krrontrn. Mr. Chairman, let me finish. Leaving up to the 
housewife the interpretation of what is adequate and what is in- 
adequate. 

Now, a better suggestion would be, “Do you have three bedrooms at 
least so many square feet? Do you have closet space of so many 
square feet? Do you have in excess of two electric outlets in your 
room ¢” 

In other words, put some criteria in the questionnaire upon which 
these questions can he answered. 

Now, as I say, leaving the housewife the interpretation of the word 
“adequate,” I think they know and I know what the results of these 
questionnaires are going to be. 

Mr. Harpy. Will the gentleman yield to me? 

Mr. Krrcur. I will be glad to. 

Mr. Harpy. I am awful surprised to hear you, Mr. Chairman, put 
up such an argument as that. 

You know very well, and the Colonel knows, if you sent the same 
questionnaire to military personnel living in Government quarters 
you would get just as high a percentage of them that would be de- 
termined to be inadequate as you would be getting from any com- 
munity that you go into. 

I went on a post not too long ago where there was a group of ap- 
propriated fund quarters being built. I inspected those quarters with 
the commanding officer. They were not even completed, and by his 
standards and by the standards you have in this questionnaire, every 
one of them would be classified as being inadequate. 

The CHarrman. Let me ask this: What is the average rent that an 
occupant would pay that would answer one of these questionnaires ? 
Well, the snlabed hen gets how much ¢ 
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Colonel Sympot. About 25 percent above his rental allowance. 

The Cuarrman. How much? 

Colonel Sympox. Sir, about 25 percent above his rental allowance. 

The Cuairman. About 25 percent above. What is the rental al- 
lowance of the lowest grade now ? 

Colonel Sympou. About $67.50. 

The CHamman. $67.50 a month ? 

Colonel Sympot. I believe that is the figure. 

Mr. Ketiener. $78 is the lowest with a dependent, I think. 

Colonel Sympou. $77.10, I believe. 

Mr. Rivers. It is about $80. 

Colonel Sympou. At little below $80. 

Mr. Rivers. Yes. 

Colonel Symeou. For a sergeant with two children. 

The Cuairman. Ordinarily a person that has to pay $80 in a great 
community should get good quarters and they should be pretty good 
houses. Of course, you never have a tenant that is aatished and you 
always have to make repairs and all things like that. The question- 
naire may be a little bit too broad. 

But nevertheless, the occupant of it—it is his money that is being 
paid out. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman. 

Colonel Sympon. Sir, to answer your question directly, Mr. Chair- 
man, an E-1 with 1 dependent gets $51.30 and an E~-7 with 1 de- 
pendent gets $77.10. 

The CuHatrman. I venture to say that in a great. many instances 
in a great many localities and a great many places that a private 
citizen would not be required for the accommodation they are re- 
ceiving to pay the same rent that the military personnel pays. Is 
that correct ? 

Colonel Symrou. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Now, Mr. Chairman—Mr. Kitchin, will you yield right 
there? 

Mr. Kircuin. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. I would like also to be sure for the committee’s bene- 
fit that that questionnaire or any questionnaire which is directed to a 
serviceman’s family, further substantiating the philosophy behind 
Mr. Kitchin’s question—whether it be for substandard declaration or 
disposal or whether it be for Wherry rehabilitation or bringing up 
to standard, or whether it be for private housing, to which he has, as 
the chairman said, been compelled to go to get any kind of quarters. 

Just do not go out here in a shotgun fashion and give this to all 
types and categories of housing. So let us be sure whether it is for 
disposal purposes, whether it is to bring up the Wherrys to standard, 
or whether it is to get rid of these private houses, as the chairman 
said which has been forced on them, and for which they pay at least. 
20 percent more. 

Eslonel Symeor. Well, Mr. Rivers, we will be the first to admit that 
any questionnaire is not 100 percent perfect. 

Mr. Rivers. We know that. We understand that, 

Colonel Symrot. And our attempt is to try to find out factually 
just what does the soldier actually live in. 

Mr. Rivers. The gentleman from North Carolina has not accused 
you of that. 
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Mr. Krreutn. I am not accusing anybody. 

Mr. Rivers. We recognize you have to have something. That is 
elementary, but let us find out exactly what the thing shows. 

The Cuarrman. I think this: I think it is all right to have a worth- 

- while questionnaire. 

Mr. Rivers. That is right. 

The Cuatrman. To be considered, but that should not be the de- 
termining factor. 

Mr. Rivers. No. 

The Cuarmman. Then there should be an inspection to determine 
whether or not the house is substandard, and that should be done by : 
visit to the premises, to look it over. Not with the idea of trying to 
make everything spic and span and with the most modern electronic 
equipment, but just say for everyday living. 

If it doesn’t meet that. st: indard, it should be classified as sub- 
standard. 

Mr. Rivers. I agree with the chairman that some of this housing 
they have to use is just criminal. 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Kelleher, I suggest for the consideration of the 
committee you try to prepare suitable language to have some physical 
inspection, in the bill. 

Now, members of the committee, I recognized Mr. Kilday in regard 
to Fort Sam Houston. Wait one minute. 

I think the facts—wait one minute, Mr. Kilday. I think in view of 
the fact that the subcommittee approved 2,000 units at Fort Bragg 
about 2 years ago and the 367 units is a part of the 2,000 units, the 
committee is warranted in approving the 367 units at Fort Bragg. 

We had a long hearing, participated in by the subcommittee. I sat 
in because Fort Benning was involved, and Mr. Hardy and Mr. Rivers 
and the subcommittee recommended 2,000 units for Fort Bragg. This 
367 is a part of that original 2,000 units. 

Colonel Symeou. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. And on that basis, I think you are warranted in 
approving the 367. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, I want to be heard some time. I am 
willing to wait now until we get through with the rest of the business, 
but what I have to say is based on the whole proposition. 

The Cuamman. All right. 

Now, Mr. Kilday with regard to Fort Sam Houston, 183 units. 

Mr. Kitpay. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to include in 
the record a letter dated May 19, 1958, from Thomas S. Garrett, Sr., 
president of the San Antonio Real Estate Board, and the accompany- 
ing vacancy survey. 

The CHatrMan. Without objection, it is included. 

(The letter referred to is as follows:) 

Hon. Pau J. KILpay, 


United States House of Representatives, 
Washington, D.C. 

Dear Mr. Kixtpay: The San Antonio Real Estate Board views with alarm a 
proposal by the Department of Defense contained in the legislation recently 
introduced into Congress for the erection of 183 Capehart housing units at Fort 
Sam Houston and 125 at Medina base. 

It is the candid opinion of the officers and members of the San Antonio Real 
Estate Board that such consideration would not only be a needless waste of 








. 
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Federal funds, but would further aggravate the vacancy situation in this city 
existing at the present time. 

The board prides itself on its annual vacancy survey, a copy of which is 
enclosed for your benefit. 

In this survey, completed on November 1, 1957, there were 2,584 single-family 
dwellings unoccupied ; duplex’s, 660; apartments, 1,352; and new homes under 
construction, 1,175. 

In view of the above figures, we fail to see the need for any additional con- 
struction. A recent check survey reveals that a slight increase has occurred in 
these figures since November 1, due primarily to economic conditions. 

We sincerely trust that you will use your influence to oppose the enactment 
of this legislation granting these additional units. 


(The 1957 occupancy survey as of November 1, 1957, is as follows:) 


1957 occupancy survey, as of Nov, 1, 1957 


Units occupied Units vacant 
anal -s Occupancy change 
| compared to 1956 
Number | Percent | Number Percent | 
a tial se - —| . ; clef ipelehltlan etatiiehllinaties 
Single family dwellings | 122, 865 2, 584 | 516 occupancy gain. 
Duplex dwelling units- 11, 801 | | 660 | 91 occupancy gain. 
Apartment dwelling units } 15, 957 | 1, 352 | 888 occupancy gain. 
Units under construction Bai 1,175 ; 246 less. 
All residence units: | 
Gelaa ovensaces | 150, 623 | 96. 92 4, 506 3.08 | 1.02 percent decrease 
| in vacancy ratio. 
iat lteicdeatd Sami 146, 138 95. 90 6, 008 4.10 | 0.75 percent. 
All business units: 
Nicaea Nesta as ‘ 11, 516 | 92.18 900 7. 82 .27 percent increase 
| in vacancy ratio. 
1956. gbeetinnnds 11, 419 93. 45 737 6.55 | 0.77 percent. 
| } 





Compiled and issued by the San Antonio Real Estate Board, Inc., San Antonio Home Builders cosponsors 
from basic data obtained through the San Antonio post office. 


VACANCY RATIO BY ZONES 





Zones | 1 | 2 | 3 | 4 5 7 8 9 | 10} 11 | 12} 21 
Residential units -- . . 2. 19/2. 91/4. 22/2. 72) 13. 96/2. 51! 4. 86/3. 60/3. 02|3. 88/3. 38/1. 41 
Business units. - 6. 38/6. 74/7. 55|7. 23, 8. 62)6.69) 14. 58)7. 77/6. 49.6. 58.6. 92.6. 38 


DWELLING UNITS UNDER CONSTRUCTION 
Zone ] 2 3 4 5 7 8 9 10 | 11 | 12 21 
Residential units_ -..-. 166 151! 70) 25) 12 123 2) 143] 118) 57! 149) 159 


COMPARISON WITH CERTAIN PREVIOUS SURVEYS 


[Percentage of vacancies] 


i | | | | 
1936} 1937) 1938/1939) 1940/1941 | 1948/1949) 1951/9952) 1953) 1954) 1955) 1956) 1957 
| | | 


| } 


| | | | | | 
Residential units- - - -- sas ..-|3. 03)}3. 30)3. 33/3. 07/3. 35)9. 90) 1. 73/1. 97/3. 00/3. 433. 88/3. 76/4. 75/4. 10/3. 08 


Business units.................-..--/9. 096. 90/8. 04/7. 50/6, 73/5. 36/2. 36/3. 33)3. 80)3. 55/3. 84/5. 15/5. 78/6. 55)7. 82 


| t = is I x | 


A total of 4,596 residential units of single family, duplexes, apartment, and 
flats are vacant. Of this number 111 are in the so-called military area which 
incdules Wherry and Lanham housing and 154 in public housing on above date 
of survey. No figures obtained on Randolps and South Kelly. 

In addition there were 1,175 single-family residences under construction 
and scheduled for occupancy within the next 90 days. This compares with 
1,981 in 1955 and 1,421 in 1956. 
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This year’s survey reveals two interesting features. The all residential 
vacancy ratio has decreased from 4.10 in 1956 to 3.08 this year, less than the 
national average, but in commercial occupancy, the vacancy ratio has climbed 
from 6.55 to 7.02. Partially responsible for the decrease in residential vacan- 
cies is the sudden influx of military families, smaller number of building starts, 
razing of homes on expressways. New community shopping centers with 
parking and changing traffic patterns have caused some business site vacancies. 

Public housing with a total of 154 vacancy units, static at 3.28 is 20/100 over 
city’s ratio, while military housing has lowered its vacancy percentage from 
11.23 to 8.87. 

Zones 3 and 5 shows families moving from the commercial center while 
other zones remained static or gained. Commercial vacancies increased in all 
zones except 1, 2, and 21. 

The number of families “doubled” in single units dropped from 6,141 down 
to 5,420, a very healthy sign. 

(Zone breakdown follows :) 


% 












Res. Units | / 
No. Occ, Res. Units / 
Unit. 15 ,424°96,62 No. Occ, 12,338-9.4 
No. Occ. 27,302-97.81% No. Vac. No. Vac. 461-3.6 Res. Units 
No. Vac. 610- 2.19% 540-3 .38% No. Oce. 725+99.5% 
Bus. Units / No, Vac. 3- 47% 
Bus, Units Bus. Units No. Ooo. 522-92.23% / 
No. Occ. 1,159-93.62% | No. Occ. No. Vac. Ade 7-779 No Buse Units 
No. Vac. 719- 6.38% 1319-93. 08% / 
° No. Vac. 
98-6,.92 





"2,213-95.U% 
113- 4.86% 


» V2 
Res. Units / Y 


Res. Units . Oce. 561 ‘ 
No. Oce. 28,759 86.4% \x 
97 49% ) Vac. 91 ») 
No. Vac. 739%2.51% 13.9% . ( ) 
Bug. Units / Bus, Units iH} ( Taal 
Wo. Occ, 2,510 , Occ. 1,866 ] \\ 6) Spe e 
93.31% 91.38% 


No, Vac. 180-6,69%'Vac. 176-8, 









® 


ee es- Units 
— No, Occ. 10,23 
7 97.28% Res. Units 
Res, Units @ fro. Vac. 7 No. Occ. 17,708-96,98% 
No. Occ. 10,136 286-2.728{ (70) tio. Vac —'551- 3,.02% 
96.12% Bus. Units 







No. Vac. 409-3.88% No. Occ, 719 








= T 92.77% No. Occ, 706+93.51% 
Bug. Units | No. Vac. 56-7.23 No. Vace 49- 6.49% 
No. Occ. 610-93.42% | . 
No. Vac. 43- 6.58% Gh , 
x at ae \ 
tS 
es Res. Units 5 ie 
No. Oce. 6,781-98.59% J 
No. Vac. W7- 1.41% @ 
\ 
| Bus, Units \ 
| No. Oce. 279-93.62% \ 
| No. Vace 19- 6.38% 
! 


Mr. Kiipay. I call attention to this statement in the letter: 


In this survey, completed on November 1, 1957, there were 2,584 single-family 
dwellings unoccupied ; duplexes, 660; apartments, 1, 352, and new homes under 
construction, 1,175. 


This letter objects to the project both at Fort Sam Houston and at 
Medina base. 
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I do not object to the Medina base project, nor have I in the past 
objected to it. Medina base is a classified installation and more re- 
mote from the city than Fort Sam Houston. I believe those quarters 
are necessary, notwithstanding the protest of the real estate board. 

The CuarrmMan. 2,500 units ? 

Mr. Kriipay. Yes. 

Now, as to Fort Sam Houston, it is located within the city limits 
of the city of SanAntonio. It is not remote at all. The city now 
surrounds practically all of it, and from this vacancy report and my 
knowledge of the situation, I do not believe that at this time we should 
include the 183 units at Fort Sam Houston. I offer an amendment 
to strike out, on line 22, on page 9 of the bill— 

The CuarrmMan. What does the record show as to the available pri- 
vate ownership number of vacancies in the Fort Sam Houston area ‘ 
Eleven hundred and some odd, did you state just a while ago? 

Mr. Kiipay. This was vacancies that was broken down to 2,584 
single-family dwellings unoccupied ; duplexes, 660; apartments, 1,352; 
and new homes under construction, 1,175. 

The Cuarrman. What does that make? That makes a total of 
about four or five thousand rental spaces then. 

Here is evidence there are over 5,000 rental units in that area. Why, 
then, with that testimony, should we be warranted in building 183 
units ¢ 

Colonel Symsou. Mr. Chairman, we have a total requirement of 
4,372 families that require housing, and that includes, again, 871 lower 
3 grades that are not authorized housing, but have to live off the 
community. 

We have assets on the post of 2,806 units; that includes 1,527 units of 
community support. 

We are using the community support on the outskirts of Fort—— 

The Cuarrman. Allright. You are not using it very much because 
that gives you about 3,000 more community support that you are not 
making yourself available to. 

Colonel Sympot. Sir, our records show that we have about 800 that 
are on the waiting list that are authorized quarters on the base and that 
are living in substandard or inadequate housing off the base. It gets 
back to this—— 

The Cuarrman. Even if that is correct, you still have a surplus of 
community availability. 

Mr. Rivers. Could I inquire ? 

The CHarrman. You got 4,000 to start with. 

Mr. Kizpay. No, 5,811. 

The Cuarrman. 5,811 to start with. 

Colonel Sympox. I do not have those figures that Mr. Kilday has. 

The Cuarrman. Well, I suggest, then, in view of the fact that you 
do not have sufficient information to answer the arguments just sub- 
mitted, showing there are 5,000 community available houses—quarters 
or rooms—that that item be stricken out. 

Colonel Symsou. Sir—— 

The Cuatrman. Without objection, the item is stricken out. 

Mr. Gavin. Wait a minute, Mr. Chairman. If 5,811 homes or 
apartments are available, why would the Army come in here and try 
to justify these 183 units? With the situation existing such as ex- 








7272 


plained by Representative Kilday, why would you come in here with- 
out some justification for making such a request ! 

I cannot figure that one out at all. You want to just go ahead and 
build houses. 

Colonel Sympor. No, sir. 

Mr. Gavin. Or have you examined into this situation down there to 
find out whether the rents are too high or the people cannot afford 
them ? 

These homes or apartments or houses are available here. You cer- 
tainly ought to come in here with some definite information to justify 
making this request, and when you are examined, nobody seems to 
know what it is all about. 

Colonel Sympor. Yes, sir: I do have some, Mr. Chairman, and I 
would like to quote some figures. 

We have 62 personnel ‘that we believe are livi ing off base. They 
are living in substandard houses. We have 261 that are paying more 
than their rental allowances off base. Then we have 15 that are living 
an excess distance from the station. 

So those three items there are more than the units we are asking 
for. 

The Cuarmman. Yes, but at the same time there is about a thousand 
or two more than you actually need down there available. 

Colonel Sympoui. Then we have 205 that are living in inadequate 
quarters on the base, plus another 155 that are living in Lanham 
Act or title 3 housing, of a total of 355. So that is almost 900 that we 
believe are living in inadequate, substandard quarters. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Gavin, will you yield there? 

Mr. Gavry. Yes, I will be glad to yield. 

Mr. Rivers. For the record, do you deny in substance what Mr. 
Kilday has said about this 5,000? 

There are many substandard houses to which your people have 
to go to get quarters, out of that five-thousand-odd which Mr. Kilday 
has told you about. That isa city in Mr. Kilday’s district and if there 
is anything he knows; it is his district. 

Do you question Mr. Kilday’s statement when he tells you there 
are five-thousand-odd houses and you say right there at least there are 
100 of your people living in substandard housing? 

Colonel Symou. I do not question his statement. What Iams: aying 
is I donot have his figures. 

Mr. Kinpay. Mr. Chairman, I want to say the figures given to me 
are based solely on the letter sent me by the San Antonio Real Estate 
Board as to numbers. 

The CuHarmman. The committee has acted on it. We are wasting 
time. 

Mr. Kizpay. I want it to be known that I thoroughly understand 
the position of the commanding officer. He would like to have all his 
people on the base. It makes it nicer and easier for administration and 
so on. 

I am not complaining that you asked for it, but I do not believe it is 
necessary. 

The Cuarrman. I am going to ask the committee to start on page 
9, right at the first one: Red Stone Arsenal, Alabama, 316. Now, these 
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are the items, Mr. Kelleher, that have not been acted on by the sub- 
committee. 

Mr. Ketiener. Redstone Arsenal has, sir. 

Colonel Sympou. Yes. 

The CuatrMan. Redstone has been acted on ? 

Mr. Ketiener. The next one, Seneca, has not. 

The Cuarrman. That isstricken out. 

Mr. Rivers. Where are we? 

The CHatrmMan. On page 9 of the bill. 

Now, Redstone has been approved, has it? 

Mr. Ketiener. Yes, sir. 

The Cuairman. What about Seneca ? 

Mr. Keiiener. It has not been approved. 

The Cuarrman. Allright. Now, give, if you will, full information 
in regard—— 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman. 

The CuarrMan. Wait one minute. I want Mr. Kilday—as I have 
to go before the Rules Committee in a few minutes, I would like 
Mr. Kil lay to = each one of these items and get all the facts, going 
down this list on Capehart houses that have not “been approved by the 
subcommittee. 

Mr. Rivers. Are you going to pass on the subcommittee housing, 
before the law becomes effective ? 

The CuamrmMan. We have to pass on it now, one way or the other. 
Strike them all out or pass on them right now. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, I am going to move to strike them all 
out. 

The CHarrman. All right. I think you ought to get the informa- 
tion on each individual one and see where we stand. 

Mr. Harpy. I do not think we can get it. 

The Cagarrman. We will try. And then if you are not satisfied 
with what we get, strike it out. 

All right. The first one is the Seneca Ordnance Depot, N. Y., 
120 units. 

Now, give information in regard to that. You must give informa- 
tion in regard to each one of these Capehart housing projects. 

Colonel Sympou. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Chairman, at this depot we have a requirement for 172 units. 
We have on base 30 public quarters. We have no Wherry housing. 
We have no Capehart existing, and we are proposing 120 units of 
Capehart at this time. 

Sir, this station has a classified mission and I do not believe, sir, that 
T should discuss it in open session here. 

The Cuatrman. All right. 

Colonel Sympon. It has to do—— 

The Ciarrman. Tell the committee what is available from the 
community standpoint. 

Colonel SympBor. Sir, we have none. 

The CratrmMan. Have you made astudy of that? 

Colonel Sympou. It is an isolated station, sir. 

The Cuairman. And how far froma town? 

Colonel Sympon. Sir? 
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The CuatrmMan. How far from some community ? 

Colonel Sympou. The smallest community is Waterloo, 11 miles 
away, 4,400 people. 

The CuarrMan. Eleven miles, 4,400 people ? 

Colonel Sympot. Sir, this station is in direct support of the Army, 
of an Armed Forces special weapons project. It is a classified mission 
and they are operational 24 hours a day. It is a military necessity to 
have these houses on station. 

The Crairman. Is this base out in an isolated area? 

Colonel Sympor. Well, the closest town only has 4,400 people in 
it. 

The CHarrman. And that is 11 miles away ¢ 

Colonel Sympou. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarman. There isno Wherry houses there ? 

Colonel Sympou. No, sir. 

The Cuatrman. And no quarters? 

Colonel Sympont. We have 30 public quarters. 

The Cuarrman. You have 30 quarters. When was this base estab- 
lished ? 

Colonel Sympout. About a year and a half ago, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Well now, members of the committee, with that 
kind of information, it‘looks like some justification for the 120 units. 
Without objection 

Mr. Harpy. Just aminute, Mr. Chairman. Could I ask a question ? 

The Cuarrman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. On what is your 127 requirement based ¢ 

Colonel Sympor. It is based on those officers and enlisted men that 
are authorized housing under permanent legislation, Mr. Hardy. 

Mr. Harpy. Have you got that many on ‘base that have families 
that are entitled to quarters 3 

Colonel Sympou. Yes, sir. = 

Mr. Harpy. Where are families ? 

Colonel Symsox. Well, some are living in these 30 public quarters. 
Others are home or live at excess distances. 

Mr. Harpy. Are your 30 public quarters adequate in accordance with 
your standards in the questionnaire read by Mr. Kitchin ? 

Colonel Sympou. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. Have you inquired of tenants whether or not they con- 
sider them adequate ¢ 

Colonel Sympou. No, sir; we have not. 

Mr. Harpy. Then you do not know whether they would meet this 
standard or not? 

Colonel Sympou. Sir, we take all public quarters of this station 
and classify them adequate, by an administrative decision. 

Mr. Harpy. Even though they may not be as good as the stuff that 
is available in the community ¢ ¢ 

Colonel Sympox. Sir, we have 89 that are living in substandard 
quarters off base, and we have 20 that are paying for rent and utilities 
in excess of their rental allowances. Then we have ten that are living 
at excess distances. 

Mr. Harpy. Well now, is this the type of installation where it is 
essential that all personnel be living on the base ¢ 

Colonel Symon. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. Harpy. I will not object to this one, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuatrman. Without objection, that item is approved. 

Now, the next one, as I have it on my books, is White Sands Proving 
Ground. 

Mr. Keviener. Correct, sir. 

The Cuairman. Two hundred—— 

Mr. Ke.iener. Seventy-five of the 275 have been approved. 

The Cuatrman. At White Sands Proving Ground. Now, tell us 
something about that. 

Colonel Symsou. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Chairman—— 

The Cuarrman. We approved 75 there and you want 200 more ¢ 

Colonel SympBou. Yes, sir. This is White Sands missile range. It 
is a joint service—Army, Navy, Air Force installation. It has to do 
with the flight testing of guided missiles and rockets for the three 
services. We have a total requirement of 1,928 units, 425 of which are 
for the lower three grades. We have on base 124 sets of public quarters, 
235 sets of Wherry, and we have an existing Capehart project of 209 
units that are under construction. Some are completed, and then this 
proposed Capehart of 200 units. 

The Cuamrman. Where is White Sands Proving Ground? What 
is the largest city near it? 

Colonel Sympon. Las Cruces is 30 miles from White Sands, sir. 
This is an isolated station. 

The Cuatrman. This is out in the desert ? 

Colonel Sympou. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. And you are already embarked upon a Capehart 
program there ? 

Colonel Sympou. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. This is the total limit you propose to build, 275 ? 

Colonel Sympou. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. That is all you will need to meet the requirements? 

Colonel Sympou. Possibly not, sir. We are doing it on an incre- 
mental basis. 

The Cuatrman. What is the military personnel there? Are you 
in position to state ? 

Colonel Sympou. Sir? 

The Cuamman. What is the total number of military personnel 
there ? 

Colonel Sympot. We have a total—the long-range strength is 5,861. 

The Cuamman. What is the total number there now ? 

Colonel Sympon. Just one moment. I have it here, sir. The 5,861 
includes the civilians also, Mr. Chairman. It is 7,212, sir. 

The Cuatrman, 7,212? 

Colonel Sympon. Yes, sir. 

The Cuaman. Military and civilan personnel there ? 

Colonel Symeou. But what we do, sir, we take the long range or the 
current, whichever is the lesser of the two, and then we can compute 
requirements based on that. 

The Cuamrman. Now, is there any community support in reference 
to quarters ¢ 

Colonel SymBou. No, sir. 

The CuatrrmMan. There is no community there except this base ? 

Colonel Sympou. Yes, sir; it is out in the desert. 
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The Cuarrman. Now, members of the committee, with that kind of 
information we are warranted in building houses. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, I still do not understand his figures. 
He first gave a figure of 5,861 and then he said that included civilians, 
and he amended it to 7,212. Now, how many have you there now, 
Colonel ? 

Colonel Sympot. Sir, the current strength is 7,212. 

Mr. Harpy. What was your 5,000 figure ? Q 

Colonel Sympot. Sir, that is the long-range strength. 

Mr. Harpy. So you are going to be reduced down now ¢ 

Colonel Sympox. Yes, sir; but we compute requirements on the 
long-range, of the lower of the two figures. 

Mr. Harpy. All right. Your requirement is 1,928 that you gave us 
awhileago. Howdid you arrive at that ? 

Colonel Sympou. Sir, I would like to submit for the record, if I 
may, the Department of the Army policy and how we compute require- 
ments. 

The Cuatrman. All right. 

Mr. Harpy. I would like to know myself. If we can have an under- 
standing of that, how you compute your requirements, and how you 
determine what is available, maybe we can go ahead with this business. 

The Cuarrman. Thats right. 

Mr. Harpy. But frankly I do not understand how you are doing it 
and I do not think anybody on the committee understands it. 

The Cuatrman. Let us get how you are doing it. 

Colonel Sympou. Sir, then I won’t read my prepared statement. 
T will tell you, sir. We take the current strength, that is the people 
living there today—we take the long-range strength. We take the 
lowest of the two and determine our requirements. 

Once we have determined our requirements based on an actual sur- 
vey, if a base is new and we have not got experience factors, we use 
84 percent of the officers married and 21 percent of the enlisted men. 
However, in most of our stations we do have experience factors. So 
we get exactly what we need. Then we take 90 percent of our real 
requirement. From that we subtract our public quarters, our Wherry 
housing, our rental housing, our housing that is under construction, 
and we take housing that has been approved by the Department of 
Defense and not yet built, and those not yet approved by Congress 
or by this committee, and the community support. We count all those 
as assets. We subtract our assets from our requirement, to come up 
with our net program requirement. 

Mr. Harpy. Now, Mr. Chairman, that is a very, very beautiful 
generalized statement, but you have not told us anything. 

One of your basic points that you made in your discussion was it 
is based on an actual survey. Now, how in the world are you going 
to take the figures that you gave us on this particular post and come 
up with 1,926 based on an actual survey, when you tell us that you 
have 7,212 on there now, but your figure of 1,928 is based on a long- 
range figure of 5,861 ? 

Now, let’s try to figure out how you arrive at them. It is a very 
pretty little sts itement you made, but it does not say anything. 

The Cramman. Well, it does give them a yardstick to work by, 


Mr. Hardy. 
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Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, if, it does, then I do not understand 
his yardstick or how it applies it either. 

The CuarrMan. Go over it again. 

Mr. Harpy. I do not want him to go over what he said a while 

ago. I would like to know how he did in this case, by using the stuff 
that he just told us there in such pretty language. ; 

Colonel Symeon. I would like to do that again, sir, to use exact 
figures. 

Mr. Harpy. How did you arrive at this figure of 1,928, Colonel? 
I think if you just tell us that, based on the generalized story that 
you gave us, maybe I can get it through my thick head. 

Colonel Symon. W: ell, sir, for officers and upper three graders who 
are authorized housing under permanent legislation—we have 1,276. 

Mr. Harpy. How did you get that figure ? 

Colonel Symon, Sir? 

Mr. Harpy. How did you get that figure? 

Colonel Symnot. Well, we counted them by actual survey. 

Mr. Harpy. That is w hat you have in the 7,212 

Colonel Sympox. Yes, sir. We know how many people are sta- 
tioned out there, sir. 

Mr. Kircnin. Will the gentleman yield at that point? That 7,212 
officers is based on the current st1 ength ? 

Colonel SymsBot. No; that is based on the long range. 

Mr. Kircurn. How do you arrive at that on the | long range when 
it is a reduction of some 2,000 from the long range to the current 
strength ? 

Colonel Symront. We take the T O and E’s. We have the tables of 
organization. We have units assigned to White Sands on a long- 
range basis. We have a book published that actually enumerates 
the units that are stationed there, and it gives the sieldilie of officers 
and enlisted men. All we do isadd them up. 

Mr. Harpy. Well, maybe I can try it one other way. You come 
up with a figure of 1,928 as your total requirement ? 

Colonel Sympror. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. Can you put your fingers on those 1,928 families? 

Colonel Sympou. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. Well now, how come there are not more than that? 

Colonel Symeot. Sir, at a missile range such as this there are many 
transients that come in with their missiles and rockets and we do 
not ca quarters for them. This is only for the permanent peo- 
ple that will be there. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, we will be here a long time getting this 
thing boiled down. 

The Cramman. I move that White Sands Proving Ground, the 
200 units, be approved. 

Mr. Harpy. And I vote no because of inadequate information. 

Mr. Gavin. I vote aye. 

The Cuarrman. Without objection 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, I am going to have to object. You can 
vote me down if you want to. 

The Cuarmman. All right. 

Mr. Harpy. The only reason I am doing it is because we do not 
have enough information about it. I think, of course, we ought to 
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ive good quarters and in reasonable quantity. But I am not satis- 
fed with the information as presented either as to requirements or 
as to the existing facilities that are available on base, and in the 





community. ; 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman, if we are going to have this on every 
project 

Mr. Harpy. You are going to have it if I am permitted to say 
anything. 


fr. Rivers. We just as well dismiss all these Navy witnesses. It 
will just tie them up all day. 

The Cuarrman. We will get along. 

Colonel Symeou. Mr. Chairman, the Army does have firm plans 
for the long range, and we have units asigned there by type. For 
instance, we have a signal agency. We have a signal battalion. 
Then we have an ASA, an Army Security Agency detachment. Then 
we have a station complement. Then we have the provost marshal. 
Then we have the aatiegl setup and the dental. Then we have the 
14th Ordnance Battalion. We have those units and those units have 
a TO and E which indicate the number of officers and enlisted. All 
we do is add those up. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, let me make this one more statement: 
I am just as interested in getting adequate housing on these bases as 
anybody else is, but I do not believe your figures, Colonel, and 
yan have not given me any basis to believe them. Until I get some 

asis to understand how you arrive on a reasonable basis at, No. 1, 
your requirement and how you arrive on a reasonable basis as your 
facilities that are available, including community support—until I 
get them I am going to object to every single one of them. 

Colonel Symeo.t. Mr. Hardy 

The Cuatrman. I think this, Mr. Hardy: There is no community 
support at all. 

Mr. Harpy. All right. Mr. Chairman, he has not even told me how 
he arrived at his requirement. 

The Carman. Tell us how you arrived at your requirement of 
275. 

Colonel Sympox. Mr. Hardy, there are over 7,000 assigned person- 
nel currently there. We ignore that 7,000 figure because that is the 
current strength. We take the long range, which is over 5,000 per- 
sonnel. The Department of the Army has officially assigned certain 
units to White Sands on the long-range basis. We actually add all 
the officers and the NCO’s that are assigned to these units and that 
gives us the long range strength, Mr. Hardy. 

Then we conduct the survey as a doublecheck against it to make 
sure that under no condition will it exceed what that literally adds 
up to. 

Mr. Harpy. Is it your testimony that you have conducted a survey 
and that there are actually now 1,928 in that permanent group who 
are entitled under the law to quarters ? 

Colonel Symgou. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. That is as a result of an actual setup? 

Colonel Sympor. Well, it is adding up the number of officers and 
enlisted men assigned to the units on a long-range basis, because our 
current far exceeds the long range, Mr. Hardy. 

The people living there today far exceed 
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Mr. Harpy. Oh, it is a tabulation then? Then it is not an actual 
count ? 

Colonel Sympou. Well, it is a tabulation. 

Mr. Harpy. Itisa computation ? 

Colonel Sympot. It is a tabulation. 

Mr. Harpy. It is computed 

Colonel Sympot. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kirpay. Colonel, the nearest town is Las Cruces? 

Colonel Symnou. Y eS, sir. 

Mr. Kirpay. That is 30 miles? 

Colonel Sympou. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kiipay. How far is El Paso? 

Colonel Sympot. Sir, I have that here. Fifty miles, sir. 

Mr. Kitpay. El Paso—I mean a good many of these people actu- 
aly live in El Paso, do they not? 

‘Colonel Sympon. Yes; they do, sir. 

Mr. Kinpay. So they have to travel 100 miles a day to and from 
work? It is quite an isol: ited base ? 

Colonel Sympot. Yes, sir. I have inspected this post, personally, 
Mr. Chairman. There are no housing accommodations : around there. 
Many of the people do commute the 30 and 50 miles each way every 
day. 

Mr. Harpy. It isa long way, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. I think, members of the committee, in view of the 
situation, where it is loc ated, we are clearly warranted in doing it. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. C hairman, they certainly ought to have housing, 
and the only complaint I have is I want to know how he arrived at 
them and how he arrived at the quantity available. 

The Cuatrman. Now, the witness gave that information. 

Mr. Harpy. All right. 

The CHAIRMAN. Whether you agree with him or not, he gave it 
from his viewpoint. 

Without objection, this item is approved, 275 units at White Sand 
Proving Ground, N. Mex. 

Now, the next one is at Fort Monmouth. Is that not it? 

Mr. Kgitiener. That is correct, sir. 

The CHarrMaANn. 130 units in New Jersey. 

Colonel Symeou. Mr. Chairman, at this station we have a require- 
ment 2,404 units, 255 of which are the lower grade enlisted men not 
authorized housing. We have assets, a total of 1,484, and in those 
assets we have included this 130 units that we are attempting to get 
approval today for, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. What was the total figure, Colonel ? 

Colonel Sympou. 1,484. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. Colonel, you said you had requirements for 1,484? 

Colonel Sympou. 2,404, sir. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. Two thousand, of which 255 were the lower en- 
listed grades who are not entitled to housing? 

Colonel Symnou. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. LAnKFrorp. Are the 255 c¢ ounted i in this 2,000? 

Colonel Sympor. I merely give the total requirement, sir, to indi- 
cate that we do have lower grade enlisted men that are not author- 
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ized housing but have to live someplace, and, usually, they are out 
in the community. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. Well—never mind. 

Mr. Burns. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. LAnKrForp. I yield. 

Mr. Burns. Is the difference between your basic and your total 
those who are actually not entitled to quarters ? 

Colonel Sympou. Yes, sir. 

The Carman. Without objection—— 

Mr. Harpy. Let me ask one question. 

The CHarrmMan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. Now, you give a total available figure of 1,484; is that 
right ? 

Colonel Sympou. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. Now, that includes this 130 that you have added here? 

Colonel Symrot. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. How many of your people are living in community 
support now ? 

Colonel Symrou. We have 304 that we consider are living in ade- 
quate quarters. I mean they are adequate. 

Mr. Ketitener. Two words. 

Colonel Sympou. ‘Then we have one that is living in a substandard 
house. We have 475 that are paying excess rents, because this is a 
resort community, and we have 17 that are living an excess distance. 

Mr. Harpy. Of this 475 that are paying excess rent, how many of 
them are of a rank above captain: that is, captain or above? 

Colonel Symrou. Sir, I have the figure not quite that way, Mr. 
Hardy. It is 124 officers and 351 noncommissioned officers. So, 
they : are principally noncommissioned officers, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. Those quarters would be adequate, except that the 
rents are too high ? 

Colonel Sympou. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. Do you know how many of them are living in those 
high-rent plac es because of personal choice ? 

Colonel Symeon. These are not by choice, Mr. Hardy. 

Mr. Harpy. Do you know that, Colonel ? 

Lolonel Symeor. Well, yes, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. Did Mr. Kitchin tell you about a case that went in this 
Fort Bragg thing, where a colonel stated that he could not obtain 
adequate quarters and had to go to Durham to get them ? 

Colonel Symror. I am not familiar with that particular case, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. All right. That is my information; that it was so 
stated, and it develope: i the reason he went to Durham to get quarters 
was because his wife worked in Durham and he chose to be in 
Durham, but, nevertheless, the quarters were shown—as being unable 
to obtain adequate quarters in the Fort Bragg community. 

Colonel Sympou. No, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. I want to find out how many of these people may be 
renting, deliberately renting higher priced quarters because it is some- 
thing that they w ant. 

Colonel Sympon. Mr. Hardy, that is why we subtract 10 percent 
from our requirement; to take care of those type people. 
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Mr. Harpy. I thought you subtracted the 10 percent because you 
had some bachelors 

Colonel Sympou. No, sir. The bachelors do not enter into this, 
Mr. Hardy. 

Mr. Harpy. Well, your bachelors enter into your total computation 
as to eligibility. 

Colonel Sympou. No, sir; we do not include the bachelor officers in 
computing requirements for family housing. 

Mr. Harpy. That is, if you make an actual count. 

Colonel Sympot. Well; regardless 

Mr. Harpy. When you make a computation based on your organi- 

zation charts, you always include the bachelors ? 

Colonel Sympou. That is why we take the 10 percent. 

The Cuatrman. Now, members of the committee, I think the facts 
again warrant favorable consideration of this 130 units, 

“Without objection, Fort Monmouth is approved. 

Now, I am going to have to ask Mr. Kilday to take charge of the 
hearings. I want to say this, members of the committee. ‘Tomorrow 
there will not be a session of the committee, as Representatives of the 
committee are required to participate in the ceremonies in the Capitol. 
They will meet in the House Chamber at 9:30. We will not have a 
session at all tomorrow, but I will ask Mr, Kilday to hold a session 
Thursday morning. Then we will adjourn until “Monday morning. 
I will have to go to the Rules Committee now, and it is not possible 
for me to be here Thursday morning. 

Mr. Rrvers. Mr. Chairman—— 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Kilday, will you take charge and take up each 
one of these items right now ? 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman, are we going to have the Navy today, 
Mr. Chairman ? 

The Cuarrman. When we get through with this, then the Navy will 
be next. 

Colonel Symsou. Mr. Chairman, may I make one more statement, 
in answer to Mr. Hardy ’s question? 

Mr. Kitpay (presiding). Yes, Colonel. 

Colonel Sympou. Sir, we have 14 percent that are bachelors, and 
84 percent are the married ones. So we do not 

Mr. Harpy. Now you are using that as a flat percentage? That is 
not based on an actual determination, is it, Colonel ? 

Colonel Symeorn. Mr. Hardy, as I say, in the absence of experience 
factors, we use the percentage, but we do conduct these yearly surveys 
to determine the exact requirements, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. I was going to let this thing ride, but, as long as you 
opened this thing up, who has made a survey of available community 
support 

Mr. Krrpay. Mr. Harvey. Go ahead. 

Mr. Harpy. We has made a survey of available community support 
to determine waetiner there are rental units available within the quar- 
ters allowance range ? 

Colonel Symeou. Mr. Hi: ardy, the station commander has made that, 
based on criteria established by the Department of Defense and 
implemented by the Army. 
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Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, that is the key to my problem on this 
business. I do not think we are going to get anywhere on it. But I 
just am not at all sure that these surveys are proper. I am not so 
sure that they are based on anything but a determination to go ahead 
and get something to support the figure that somebody has already 
worked out. I do not know what you have done. 

This business of trying to guess at inadequacy of quarters in the 
community, or, certainly, to gain the information based on the kind of 
a survey that Mr. Kitchin referred to, makes every single one of your 
estimates and surveys suspect, in my judgment. 

Mr. Kirpay. I think all we can do is receive the information which 
is available from the Department and act on each project individ- 
ually. At this point 

Mr. Harpy. Then, Mr. Chairman, I still insist that somebody ought 
to determine what the criteria are. I am not questioning that they 
have come up with some sort of support for these figures. But the 
criteria that they have used to arrive at these figures is the thing that 
bothers me. 

I have been fooling with this thing now for about 10 years. And 
I think I know a little something about what the military does in this 
field. And I am not at all satisfied with the kind of surveys you 
make or the kind of reports that you use to support the information 
you give to the committee. 

Mr. Chairman, unless some subcommittee of this committee will 
get into this thing and make a determination with respect to these 
figures, then I am going to ask the Government Operations Com- 
mittee to do it. 

The Cuaimman. At this point, I want to state that I have not had 
the opportunity to go over these line items, as has the chairman, with 
Mr. Kelleher. So I am going to have to depend on Mr. Kelleher to 
pick those line items that we are to inquire into. 

Mr. Ketiener. All right, sir. 

Mr. Kirpay. And any questions thereto. So, take up the next one. 

Mr. Ketiener. That next one will be on line 6, Fort Lee, Va.; 150 
of these units have been approved, out of the 435. 

Mr. Kitpay. You can go ahead with your justification, Colonel. 

Colonel Smysou. Sir, at Fort Lee, we have a total requirement of 
3,546 units; 781 are the lower 3 grades. We have—our current assets 
consist of 110 units of public housing, 300 Wherry, 500 existing Cape- 
harts that are nearing completion, plus a proposed total of 435 
Capeharts that we count as assets. The 150 have been previously ap- 
proved, as Mr. Kelleher mentioned. Then we have 317 community 
support, for a total of 1,662 units. 

Mr. Kitpay. Mr. Kelleher, do you want to develop anything on this 
project ? 

Mr. Ketiener. No, sir; I might point out if these units are granted, 
they will have 49 percent of their basic requirements at the installa- 
tion. 

Mr. Kitpay. Are there any other questions with reference to this 
project ? 

Mr. Harpy. I would like to ask him just one question. Have you 
made a survey of the availability in the community of additional 
housing ? 

Colonel Sympon. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. Harpy. How many have you determined are living in sub- 
standard houses in the community ¢ 

Colonel Sympox, 1,318 are living in substandard housing, 146 pay- 
ing excess rent, and 2 live an excess distance. 

Mr. Kitpay. Anything further? 

Mr. Krreutrn. Mr. Chairman / 

Mr. Kiupay. Yes. 

Mr. Krrcnin. Will the gentleman yield at this point? 

Mr. Kizpay. Mr. Kitchin. 

Mr. Kircutn. I think this is the one place that we can get answers 
to the questions at least that concern me. I know you cannot do this 
in generalities, Colonel, but how do you declare a house substandard ? 
What is the policy ¢ 

Colonel Sympou. The policy is published by the Department of De- 
fense, and we implement the Department of Defense policy, sir, and 
they described what an inadequate house is. I can, if you want me, 
sir, to read 

Mr. Kircuin. To make it a little bit more brief, Colonel, in discuss- 
ing this thing with you yesterday, you emphasized to me that in actu- 
ality the inspection down in the Bragg area disclosed that some of these 
houses even had cabinets in the kitchen that you could not lay a plate 
flat in. Some of the houses had closets that you had to hange a coat 
hanger catercornered to get a coat in. 

Now does that in itself declare a house substandard ? 

Colonel Sympou. No, sir. 

Mr. Krrcury. Now how many of those items do you have to find 
before a house is substandard ¢ 

Colonel Sympou. Sir, we do not take any one, any two, or any three 
and declare it substandard. We analyzed each questionnaire on its 
own merits and then we spot checked about 25 percent of them. 

Mr. Kirenrn. I still do not get it. 

Mr. Kinpay. If the standards fixed by the Department of Defense 
have not been put in the record, I think they should be. 

Mr. Ketiener. All right, sir. 

Colonel Sympou. All right. 

Mr. Kitpay. Are they very long? 

Colonel Sympor. No, sir; we can get that and supply it for the 
record. 

Mr. Kitpay. Without objection, they will be included in the record. 

Implementing Department of Defense Directives, the following is an extract 
from Department of the Army Circular 210-5, 28 March 1958, defining substand- 
ard or inadequate family housing units for use as private quarters : 

“5. Community support 

“a. The Department of the Army policy is to utilize community support to the 
maximum extent possible to fill family housing requirements. However, a family 
unit may be considered substandard or inadequate for use as private quarters in 
the surrounding community for one or more of the following reasons: 

“(1) The dwelling lacks individual kitchen or inside bathroom facilities. 

“(2) The dwelling is not provided with essential cooking, refrigeration, heat- 
ing, ventilation, or lighting facilities. 

“(3) The dwelling is not of suitable construction, design, and general livability. 

“(a) Examples of construction considered not suitable would be structures 
with unfinished exterior wall surfaces such as exposed sheating, lumber, or wall- 
board; or with interior surfaces unlined, exposing structural framing to view; 
structures with unfinished, floors, structures that are not reasonably weathertight 
or Watertight ; and structures no structurally safe. 
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*“(b) Examples of dwellings considered no suitable with respect to design and 
general livability would be structures requiring direct access from the living 
room into the bathroom, or access to bedrooms through other bedrooms, or ac- 
cess from the main entrance to the living-dining area through the kitchen or a 
bedroom; structures having inadequate light, heat and ventilation, in terms of 
building code requirements normally applicable in the locality; and structures 
with inadequate floor area or a total floor area inappropriately distributed, re- 
sulting in excessive areas in passageways, bedrooms, or utility spaces as com- 
pared to the living and dining areas 

“(4) The location of the dwelling is not suitable for residence of an assignee. 
Examples of locations considered not suitable would be locations adjacent to 
sewage disposal plants, waste dumps, industrial exhaust or swampy stagnant 
tracts presenting obnoxious odors; locations in proximity to railroad, or heavy 
industrial shop buildings creating excessive noise, dust, or hazard to an occupant ; 
and locations for which daily commuting presents extreme inconvenience and 
difficulties to an occupant with respect to his duties. 

“(5) The cost of the rent-plus-utilities for the unit exceeds the rental allowance 
of the prospective occupant. 

“(6) The commuting range for the unit exceeds a reasonable commuting range. 
A reasonable commuting range is normally defined as 30 minutes travel time one 
way. However, for personnel at AA tactical sites, the maximum commuting 
range may be reduced to 10 minutes one way travel time. 

“b. The criteria cited above are for general guidance only, and may be modified 
to meet local conditions. However, the adequacy or inadequacy of community 
support must be made with extreme care and must be able to withstand the closest 
scrutiny. 

“e, In considering the family housing requirements, appropriate recognition 
and consideration should be given to potential increases in community support ; 
desires of individuals who, by choice, do not move their families with them to 
military posts; and the fact that some individuals, by desire or circumstance, 
are living and will continue to live in private quarters that do not meet the 
standards specified above.” 

Mr. Harpy. Now, Mr. Chairman, one other thought in connection 
with this determination. Other than those that are inspected, the 
determination is made from the information given on the questionnaire 
furnished by the wife of the serviceman; is that right / 

Colonel Sympou. I did not hear that, Mr. Hardy. 

Mr. Harpy. I say 

Mr. Kiwpay. Let us have order, please. 

Mr. Harpy. I say except for the number that are inspected, the 
determination is based on the information in the questionnaire which 
is filled in by the wife of a serv iceman ; is that right ¢ 

Colonel Sympout. That questionnaire is analyzed in the head- 
quarters 

Mr. Harpy. I am not concerned with the analyzing of it. You all 
can analyze thisstuff. It is just like coordinating and implementing. 

Mr. Kitpay. Unless an amendment is offered, the project is 
approved. 

Mr. Harpy. 1 am not going to offer any amendment to any of them, 
Mr. Chairman. I am going to quit now because we are going to get 
them all like this. 

Mr. Kitpay. What is the next project, Mr. Kelleher ? 

Mr. Keiiener. Line 13, Mr. Chairman, 73 units have been approved 
at Fort Totten, of the total of 130. 

Mr. Krreutn, Line what? 

Mr. Kevtener. Line 13, sir. 

Mr. Bray. What page is that ? 

Mr. Ketiener. That is page 9; 72 of the 130 have been approved 
previously. 
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Colonel Symsot. Sir, at this station we have a total requirement of 
382 units, which includes 12 units for the lower 3 grades. We have 
74 public quarters, no Wherry, no existing Capehart, and we count as 
an asset this 130, plus 44 community support. If this project is ap- 
proved, we will have our—post housing up to about 55, period. Then 
we have 9 sets of substandard housing that we hope to dispose of. 

Mr. Kizpay. Any questions, Mr. Kelleher? 

Mr. Keiitener. No, sir; I have none. 

Mr. Kiupay. Any questions from the committee? (No response.) 

If not, it willbe approved. Proceed to the next item. 

Mr. Keiiener. Item, line 17, Mr. Chairman, Fort Rucker. None 
have been approved. 

Mr. Kizpay. Colonel. 

Colonel Sympou. At this station we have a requirement of 3,074 
units, of which 292; it included the 292 for enlisted men not authorized 
housing. 

Our assets at this station are 31 public quarters, no Wherry housing, 
and we have 600 Capeharts that are under construction and nearing 
completion. This project is 400 units, which we are including as an 
asset, plus 149 community support, for a total of 1,180 units. We have 
on the base 364 substandard sets of quarters that we would like to 
dispose of. If this 400 unit project is approved, Mr. Chairman, we 
will have 37 per cent of our assets on base. 

Mr. Kinpay. Any questions, Mr. Kelleher ? 

Mr. Ke.iener. None, sir. 

Mr. Kiztpay. From members of the committee ¢ 

Mr. Bray. Mr. Chairman ? 

Mr. Kitpay. Mr. Bray ? 

Mr. Bray. I do not want to interpose any objection to this, but it 
is something I believe the military should give care to. I was talking 
to a friend of mine just casually a few months ago from the immediate 
neighborhood of Fort Rucker, a man who was a fellow soldier in 
World War IJ. He said that it was apparent—he has no property 
to rent there. He is not involved, although he is a well-known busi- 
ness man in that community. And he did not ask me to say this or to 
do anything about it. But he says it is apparent they are going to 
have a surplus of housing soon if they extend beyond what was then 
programed. 

The man is well known to have a pretty capable judgment on matters 
of that kind. 

They are very appreciate of what is there, and I think the average 
— does not want to object and neither does he object. But it can 

very embarrassing if you start over building at some of these 
bases and some of these places. 

Colonel Sympou. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bray. The things he told me I am very much inclined to believe, 
that if you go over the total amount here you are going to have a 
surplus. 

Mr. Kizpay. Anything further? If not, the project 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman ? 

Mr. Kitpay. Mr. Hardy ? 

Mr. Harpy. One question. He shows community support of 149. 
How many have you living substandard in the community ? 

Colonel Sympou. In the community, sir ? 
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Mr. Bray. That is right. 

Colonel Sympor. We have 324 substandard, 134 that are paying 
excess costs and 76 excess distance that they have to travel. 

Mr. Bray. And these substandard housing that are on the base 
were built under the Lanham Act? 

Colonel Symsou. Sir, I have inspected the housing at this station 
and they are principally title I11 houses and trailers. They are 
about 500 to 600 square feet each—just shell-type houses. 

Mr. Bray. That is all right. That is why I asked you what they 
were. Under the Lanham ‘Act, most of them—a good many of them 
are trailers. 

Colonel Sympox. Sir, if I remember correctly, the ones that I saw 
down there were princ ipally trailers and these title III houses. 

Mr. Bray. O. K. Are they being used at the present time? 

Colonel Sympou. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bray. All of them? 

Colonel Sympou. Yes. 

Mr. Bray. And how much are they being charged for those? 

Colonel Sympox. The 1-bedroom, the 500-square foot one, is about 
$45 a month, plus utilities. 

Mr. Harpy. You are not taking the quarters allowance for them? 

Mr. Keener. These are rentals. 

Colonel Symsot. Sir, they were until we implemented the legisla- 
tion regarding substandard houses of last year. That permitted us 
to charge rent. 

Mr. Bray. Then, if you get these new houses, you will get rid of 
these houses ? 

Colonel Sympru. That is our intentions; yes, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. That is a promise. 

Mr. Ketitener. They must under the law, in 2 years, sir. 

Colonel Sympnoxt. We must under the law. 

Mr. Kitpay. Mr. Burns? 

Mr. Burns. Colonel, just one question. On your community sup- 
port, what would be the difference here between 149 and 160? What 
would bring that about ? 

Colonel Sympot. One hundred forty-nine 

Mr. Burns. You show the 149 on the basic and you show 160 on 
the total. 

Mr. Keiienuer. That is the lower four grades. 

Mr. Burns. Wouldn’t community support be the same? 

Colonel Sympot. It is the lower four grades, Mr. Burns. 

Mr. Burns. Lower four grades included in community support. 

Colonel Sympot. When I gave the 149 I am talking about people 
authorized housing under permanent legislation. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. But the quarters are there in the community 
whether the people are authorized to use them or not. So why the 
difference between 149 and 160? I am reading from this sheet here? 

Colonel Sympot. Oh, sir; that 160 does include the lower 3 grades. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. Yes; but the quarters are still there, whether the 
lower three grades live in them or the commanding general lives in 
them. 

Colonel Sympou. Yes, sir; but in computing our net requirements 
for construction, we ignore those lower three grades. But we did 
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want to show you that we do have the requirement, because the people 
are there with their family and children. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. That is existing assets, Colonel. And the 160 units 
are in the community no matter who lives in them. 

Colonel Sympox. Yes; but 149 that are living in these are the ones 
that are authorized housing and we wanted to show you those. You 
would have to take the difference—— 

Mr. Huppieston. Will the gentleman yield at that point ? 

Mr. Burns. Yes. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. But the 160 units are still there? 

Colonel Sympou. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Huppteston. I think the difference is the 11 units are oc- 
cupied by the men in the lower three grades and are not available 
for occupancy by the people who are authorized the housing allow- 
ance. I think that is what the difference is. 

Mr. Burns. That is the difference in grading of community sup- 
port; is that it? 

Colonel Sympou. No, sir; that is the total adequate community 
support. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. Is what, 160 or 

Colonel Sympou. 160. 

Mr. Burns. Then why do you show 149? 

Colonel Sympou. Because we always break out those personnel that 
are not authorized housing by permanent legislation. 

Mr. Burns. It is still occupied. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. Are you talking about housing assets, or are you 
talking about people or units. 

Colonel Sympot. I guess both. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. Well, are you talking about people or are you 

talking about units to live in that are available ? 

Colonel Sympox. We are talking—that 149 figure—we are talking 
about people that you authorized the quarters and the units they 
are living in, and the 160 includes the lower 3 grades of the people that 
are living in. 

Mr. Kinpay. One hundred sixty are being used and 149 are those we 
are obligated by law to provide houses to. 

Colonel Sympou. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. But the units are still there, Mr. Chairman, no 
matter who lives in there. 

Mr. Kizpay. That is right. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. And are available. 

Colonel Sympou. But they are not available, sir. They are occupied. 

Mr. Kitpay. Unless there is an amendment offered, the project is 
approved. 

What is the next one, Mr. Kelleher ? 

Mr. Kevitener. The next one 

Mr. Gavin. Mr. Chairman, just at that point. 

Mr. Kinpay. Mr. Gavin. 

Mr. Gavin. You referred a minute ago, Colonel, or some reference 
was made to applications. And then I think Mr. Hardy contended 
that the applications were filled in by the wife of the serviceman. 
What kind of applications are you talking about ? 

Mr. Kitpay. The questionnaire. 

Mr. Gavin. What? 
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Mr. Kirpay. Questionnaire. 

Mr. Keiiener. A questionnaire as to adequacy of houses in the com- 
munity now occupied by military personnel. 

Mr. Gavin. Have you any evidence that the wife of the serviceman 
fills that questionnaire in, or the serviceman fills it in ? 

What material difference does it make who fills it in? I suppose the 
serviceman has to live with his wife, naturally. I presume he confers 
with her if he is going to fill in the questionnaire for housing. 

Mr. Harpy. Will the gentleman yield ? 

Mr. Gavin. I will be glad to yield. 

Mr. Harpy. Does your wife consider that everything in her house 
is adequate now ? 

Mine does not. 

Mr. Kixpay. I presume the questionnaire is submitted under the 
obligation of the serviceman to return a truthful reply to the question- 
naire. 

Colonel Sympeou. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Kitpay. Whoever fills it out. 

Colonel Sympon. Yes. 

Mr. Kitpay. It is his responsibility to respond to the questionnaire. 

Colonel Sympot. Yes. 

Mr. Gavin. I think no doubt the serviceman does confer with his 
wife. Maybe she has not got everything she would like to have. Ido 
not see any reason why, because the serviceman confers with his wife 
about the house they are going to live in, there should be any reference 
made to it. 

Mr. Kitpay. I think we should proceed to the next project. 

Mrs. St. Grorae. I second that motion. 

Mr. Gavin. Thank you. 

Mr. Ketiener. Line 17, Mr. Chairman, Fort Stewart, Ga. 

Mr. Kitpay. Let us have order, please. 

Mr. Gavin. I thought maybe there was some particular law that the 
wife was not permitted to participate in the discussion. 

Mr. Kizpay. Mr. Kelleher. 

Mr. Keiieuer. Fort Stewart, Ga. 

Colonel Sympon. Yes, sir; at Fort Stewart, Mr. Chairman, we have 
a total requirement of 708 units, 100 of which are for the lower 3 
grades. At this station we have no public quarters, no Wherry hous- 
ing, and we have 388 Capehart housing, which are essentially com- 
pleted, plus the 73 units that is before the committee today. This is 
an isolated station, with no community support. For a total of 461 
sets of quarters. 

On this station we have 388 on post substandard public quarters that 
we hope to dispose of. 

If this project is approved, we will have 76 percent of our require- 
ment on base. 

Mr. Kirpay. Are there any questions? 

Mr. Rivers. I would like to ask him. 

Mr. Kipay. Mr. Rivers. 

Mr. Rivers. What is the mission of Fort Stewart ? 

Colonel Symepot. Sir, this is an antiaircraft and a tank-training 
center. 
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Mr. Smart. There is only 1 on the east coast and only 1 on the west 
coast. 

Mr. Bray. May I ask one question ? 

Mr. Kiutpay. Mr. Bray. 

Mr. Bray. Is that used year-round or is it only seasonable use? 

Colonel Symnon. Year around. 

Mr. Kinpay. Without objection, it is approved. 

Proceed. 

Mr. Ketiener. Line 23, Mr. Chairman, Fort Sill, 349 units. None 
approved. 

Mr. Krrcntn. What about Fort Sam Houston ? 

Mr. Ketiener. Fort Sam Houston has been stricken. 

Colonel Symsox. At Fort Sill, Mr. Chairman, we have a require- 
ment of 6,288 housing units, 1 149 of which are for the lower 3 grades. 
We have total assets on the "post of 3,615 consisting of 363 public 
quarters, 500 Wherry, no C apehart, and we are including as assets 
349 Capeharts, and we have 2,403 community support. 

We have 355 sets of substandard quarters on the base. If this 
project is approved, we will have 25 percent of our housing on base, 

Mr. Kitpay. Any question as to Fort Sill ? 

(No response. ) 

Mr. Kitpay. If not, it is approved. 

Proceed. 

Mr. Kertiener. The next one, page 10, line 1, Fort Leonard Wood, 
700 units, none approved. 

Colonel Sympot. At Fort. Leonard Wood we have requirements for 
4,672 units, 932 of which are for the lower 3 grades. On the 
station we have 33 sets of public quarters, recently completed, and no 
Wherry housing. We have 1,329 sets of Capehart housing that is just 
gong started, that is under construction. We are requesting 700 

Capeharts today, which we are including as assets. And we have 12 
units of community support, for a total of 2,074 units. We have 1,269 
substandard sets of quarters on the station and if this housing is ap- 
proved, we will have 55 percent of our assets on base. 

Mr. Kitpay. Any questions? 

Mr. Krrcurn. Yes, sir. 

You have only 12 community-support units. 

Colonel Sympou. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kircutn. How many do you have in the community that you 
declare as substandard ? 

Colonel Sympou. Sir, I have been stationed at Fort Leonard Wood 
and recently I inspected the station again. And my report, plus an- 
other report made by an officer that followed me, we said this is the 
worst housing that we have ever seen in the Army, the substandard 
housing on base. It is a horrible way to have people live. The 
closest town to Fort Leonard Wood is Waynesville, about 8 miles, and 
there are 1,100 people and there is just no housing there. 

Mr. Krrcutn. 1,100 people ? 

Colonel Sympou. Yes. 

Mr. Kipay. Any objection ? 

Colonel Sympeor. And we have 1,500 that are living off base at 
Lebanon and Rolla about 35 or 40 miles away from Leonard Wood. 

Mr. Kirpay. The project is approved. 

We will proceed to the next one. 








7290 


Mr. Keviener. The next one is line 2, Fort Leavenworth, Kans., 200 
units, none approved. 

Colonel Symsou. Fort Leavenworth is the Command Agency Staff 
School for the Army, where we have our senior officers attending the 
school. 

Again, I have been to the school and I have inspected these houses. 
bby lave a requirement for 1,809 units, 124 of which are for the lower 

rades. 

Ve have 443 public quarters, 227 Wherrys and there are 300 Cape- 
harts that are completed or under construction. Then we are count- 
ing as assets these 200 units. Then we have 86 units of community 
support. We have 293 substandard sets of quarters on this base. If 
this project is approved, we will have 69 percent of our housing on 
base. 

Mr. Kizpay. Any questions ? 

Mr. Bray. Yes. 

Mr. Kiupay. Mr. Bray ? 

Mr. Bray. You say you only have 86 community support at Fort 
Leavenworth ? 

Colonel Sympou. Yes. 

Mr. Bray. How many are now living—does that include the 
student officers, or are you ‘considering those / 7 

Colonel Symeor. It is both, sir. When I was a student I lived off 
base, in the town of Leavenworth. 

Mr. Bray. That is what I was thinking. You mean there is only 
86 community-support houses in that vicinity / 

Colonel Symnon. Yes, Mr. Bray. That town of Leavenworth. 

They do not have a progr am to build any new houses. 

Mr. Harpy. Any new houses in the last ‘few years / 

How many are living in the base / 

Colonel Sympov. We have 13 that are living in substandard 
quarters. 

Mr. Harpy. On the post? 

Colonel SymBou. No, sir; this is off the post, and 70 are paying more 
than the rental allowance; and 6 excess distance, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. And no one else at Fort Leavenworth is entitled to 
quarters, either students, the first 3 graders or officers, who are living 
off the post, other than that 86? 

Colonel Sympon. Yes, sir; these 86 are adequate community- 
support. Wecount those as assets. 

Mr. Bray. Then how many are living there aside from those 86 
houses, in what you would call subst: indard houses ? 

Colonel Sympou. Thirteen in substandard, and 70 that are paying 
excess rent and 6 excess distance from the station. 

Mr. Bray. And no one else is living there in that town or locality, 
off the post, outside of those that you mentioned, those that are living 
in standard and those living in substandard housing ¢ 

Colonel Symnon. Well, there are 293 substandard sets of quarters 
on station that people are living in. 

Mr. Keixiener. But those are on the post. 

Colonel Sympou. On the post. 

Mr. Bray. I know. I am talking about off the post. You mean 
only the number that you have given there are the only ones that are 
living off the post ? 
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Colonel Symnoi. Those are only those eligible for housing under 
permanent legislation, Plus, Mr. Bray, you have to count this 293 
living in substandard quarters that we are trying to replace. 

Mr. Bray. Yes; that is on the post ¢ 

Colonel Sympou. Yes. 

Mr. Bray. I am talking about off the post. 

Colonel Symon. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bray. I was under the i impression, a pretty strong impression, 
that there is a lot more than that living in the community. 

Colonel Sympou. No, sir. 

Mr. Bray. All right. 

Mr. Kitpay. Anything further ? 

(No response. ) 

Mr. Kinpay. We will proceed to the next item. 

Mr. Keviener. Line 6, Mr. Chairman, 376 units at Fort Lewis. A 
total of 1,213 have been approved. 

Mr. Rivers. Let me ask the colonel a question. 

Colonel, how long have you been in this housing business ? 

Colonel Sympou. I am on my fourth year, Mr. Rivers. 

Mr. Rivers. How do you like that assignment ? 

Mr. Kitpay. No profanity. [ Laughter. 

Colonel Sympou. Mr. Rivers, I am going to be—— 

Mr. Rivers. Waitaminute. I am not facetious. 

Colonel Sympou. Mr. Rivers, I am going to be one staff officer 
leaving the Pentagon this summer feeling that I happened to be around 
when there was something accomplished. I think Congress has been 
quite good to us in the service. You have given us many authorities— 
leasing, appropriated- fund housing, C lenient housing, surplus com- 
modity, housing for research and development stations. We have 
gotten approximately 30,000 houses, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Rivers. You fared pretty well before our subcommittee, have 
you not! 

Colonel Sympor. Yes; we have, Mr. Rivers, and we are very appre- 
ciative of the help you have given us. 

Mr. Rivers. The reason I am asking you—and I am serious about 
it—is the tedious figures which you have to compute to get your slide 
rule which you developed as a result of a lot of the inquiries from the 
committee, Mr. Kelleher and the rest of the committee, and from sug- 
gestions. It has been a dry sort of thing, and I am just wondering how 
you like that billet. 

Colonel Sympou. It is quite frustrating at times, to be perfectly 
frank with you. 

Mr. Rivers. I think so. 

Colonel Sympou. But, as I say, I will be a staff officer feeling quite 
pleased that we have made substantial progress in family housing. 

Mr. Rivers. You will consider we are pretty good folks? 

Colonel Sympoxt. At Fort Lewis we have a requirement for 8,523 
housing units, including 1,299 for the lower 3 grades. Our assets con- 
sist of 1,778 public quarters. We have no Wherry housing. We have 
375 units of Capehart, the contract of which was recently awarded. 
And then this program for 856, which we count as assets. Then we 
have 2,528 people living off station in adequate community support, 
for a total of 5,535 sets. 
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We have 991 substandard sets of quarters on the base, Mr. Chairman, 
that we hope we can dispose of with this new project. They are being 
charged rent, as of very recently. 

If this housing i is built, this 856, we will have 41 percent of our 
housing on base. 

Mr. Kitpay. Any questions? Without objection, it is approved. 

Proceed. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman, unless there is some specific objection 
to the next remaining two, why do we not just 
Mr. Kixpay. I think we should show the justification in the record. 

Mr. Ketiener. Line 7, Mr. Chairman, United States Disciplinary 
Barracks in California ; 60 of the 160 units have been approved. 

Colonel Sympot. At this 

Mr. Rivers. I want the record to show that the reason that the entire 
figure is being requested of the committee is because the line-item 
requirement in the last year’s public bill requires it. They are really 
not ready to ask for a lot of these things, but they feel they have to 
ask for them now because of the requirement of the law. 

Colonel Symeou. Mr. Rivers, we like to give this committee the facts 
on our family housing. 

Mr. Rivers. Well, some of the facts may not be as sound now as they 
would be developed later on in the year, but the law requires that you 
ask for them now. Hence, that is the reason you are doing it. 

Colonel Sympou. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kinpay. Go ahead. 

Colonel Sympou. At this disciplinary barracks, we have a total 
requirement of 389 units, 29 of which are for the lower 3 grades. Our 
assets consist of 36 public quarters. We have no Wherry and no exist- 
ing Capehart. This proposed clearance is for 160, 60 of which have 
been previously cleared. There are 65 people living off base, for a 
total of 261 sets of quarters. If this project is approv ved, we will have 
54 percent of our housing on base. This is the one and only dis- 
ciplinary barracks we have on the west coast or the western part of the 
United States. 

Mr. Gavin. I move approval, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Kirpay, The project will be approved. Proceed to the next 
item. 

Mr. Keriener. Line 11, Fort Eustis, Va., 243 units, and none 
approved. 

Mr. Krrcutn. What have we done at the United States Military 
Academy ? 

Mr. Keritrner. I am sorry. Line 9, United States Military 
Academy. 

Mr. Kipay. Military Academy. 

Colonel Sympon. At the Military Academy, we have a requirement 
of 1,441 units; 131 are for the lower 3 grades. Our assets consist 
of 628 public quarters. There are no Wherry and no Capehart. We 
are requesting 156 units; 91 percent are living off base in adequate 
community support. 

We have 19 sets of substandard quarters. If this project is approved 
and constructed, we will have 60 percent of our requirements on base. 

Mr. Kizpay. Without objection. 

Mr. Rivers. Let me ask you. These will be MCA houses ? 
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Colonel Sympox. Sir, we are going to attempt to do them under the 
title VIII Capehart, if it is at all possible. 

Mr. Rivers. Why would you want to put Capehart housing at West 
Point? That is ridiculous, sir. You mean to say anybody ought to 
get any money out of West Point? That is a permanent school, for- 
ever. You ought to put appropriate housing there, colonel. 

Colonel Sympou. Mr. Rivers 

Mr. Rivers. You know that. 

Colonel Sympou. We have found, under the Capehart program, we 
can build fine sets of quarters for junior officers and below. 

Mr. Rivers. Whatever you can do under Capehart, you can do 
cheaper under appropriate housing. 

Colonel Sympon. Yes; we can. 

Mr..-Rivers. Certainly, you can. I think that it is a mistake, Mr. 
Chairman, to try to put Capehart at West Point, because I have lived 
with this housing as much as anybody now on this committee. 

Now, West Point and Annapolis and the Air Force Academy ; those 
are no place for a contractor to make money. That is our property 
up there. 

Mr. Kitpay. Well, you want to get the housing 

Mr. Rivers. Wait a minute. He has not asked for appropriated 
housing. 

I move that that be changed from Capehart to appropriated hous- 
ing, Mr.Chairman. There is no sense in that. 

Mr. Kixpay. I doubt if we should do that, or that we could do that 
in the bill the way it is drafted. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Kelleher can fix the proper amendment because 
this is rough. 

Mr. Bray. Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Kinpay. Mr. Bray. 

Mr. Bray. I would like to make this observation regarding Mr. 
Rivers’ motion: We have tried here for four consecutive years to get 
this taken care of by appropriated housing. This committee would 
authorize the appropriation to be made and the money was used for 
something else. 

No time in those 4 years did they ever use 50 percent of the authori- 
zation we are giving them. I am certainly not blaming you. You 
made a fine representation here, Colonel, but I think we are much 
more certain of getting it done, Mr. Rivers, if you do use Capehart— 
the Capehart method. I realize we would save money if we used 
appropriated money. 

Mr. Rivers. Wait a minute. 

What Mr. Bray says, Colonel, is that a factual statement ? 

Colonel Sympou. Mr. Rivers, we have built since I have been on the 
job, over 6,000—I think it is about 6,600 MCA houses. We have used 
all the money that has been authorized us to build houses. We have 
units that are authorized but we do not have the money to go with it. 

Mr. Rivers. In other words 

Colonel Symnou. We have built every house that we can, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. In other words, the people who come up and justify 
appropriated housing priority is out of business? Is somebody doing 
that in the Defense Department ? 

Colonel Sympon. Well, sir, the Department of Defense policy is to 
build the bulk of the houses from the title VIIT program. 
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Mr. Kixpay. It is just a question of if you are going to get the 
housing, you had better approve this. A 

Mr. Smart. That is right. 

Mr. Kitpay. Then you know you will get it. 

Mrs. St. Grorce. Mr. Chairman, I am going to suggest we do ap- 
prove this. I know of the need up there and we have to have the 
housing. 

Mr. Rivers. I am interested in the same thing you are. 

Rather than see you do without them, I will withdraw my motion. 

Mr. Kitpay. The project is approved. We will proceed to the next 
item. I think you should justify Medina. 

Mr. Kewiener. Line 11, Fort Eustis. 

Mr. Kizpay. Oh. 

Colonel Sympox. Sir, at this station we have a requirement for 
3,981 units, 374 of which are for the lower 3 grades. At this station 
we have 127 public quarters and 412 Wherry. We have 600 Capeharts 
that are essentially completed. This project for 223, plus 1,054 units 
of adequate community support. For a total of 2,416 units. 

We have 177 sets of substandard quarters on the base. 

If this project is approved, we will have 38 percent of our assets on 
base. 

Mr. Rivers. I move we approve it. 

Mr. Kitpay. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Proceed. 

Mr. Keivener. Line 16, Canal Zone 

Mr. Kinpay. I think you ought to justify Medina. It has not been 
done. Line 12—oh, no, that is already approved. 

Mr. Keviener. That was approved. 

Colonel Symsot. We have an acceptable bid on that, already. 

Mr. Kinpay. All right. 

Mr. Kevtiener. Line 16,Canal Zone. None approved. 

Colonel Sympot. At the Canal Zone, Mr. Chairman, we have a total 
requirement for 5,836 units, which includes 4,055 lower grades that 
are not authorized housing and we do not compute requirements for 
those. Our assets consist of 1,086 public quarters. 

We have no Wherry and no Capehart housing. We are proposing 
330 this morning. We have no adequate community support. That 
totals 1,426 current assets. 

We have 723 units of substandard housing in the Canal Zone that 
we would like to get rid of, sir. 

Mr. Ketiener. 80 percent, Mr. Chairman, of their total require- 
ments. 

Colonel Sympot. 80 percent will be on post. 

Mr. Rivers. I move its approval. 
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Mr. Kizpay. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Proceed to the next item. 

Mr. Ketiener. Line 17, Mr. Chairman, Schofield Barracks, 385 
units and none approved. 

Colonel Symgox. Sir, for this 8385—at Schofield Barracks we have 
4,420 units requirement, 335 of which are in the lower 3 grades. We 
have 398 units of public quarters and no Wherry. We have 1,326 
Capehart housing under construction. We request 385 units today, 
all of which will be built at Schofield Barracks. We have 649 units 
of adequate community support. For a total of 2,758 units of current 
assets. 

We have 532 sets of substandard quarters at this station. If this 
project is approved, we will have 68 percent of our housing on base. 

Mr. Ketieuer. I might say, Mr. SHeibiees, that the two figures 
that I have do not agree. The colonel might like toexplain it. I have 
5,209 as your total requirements and 55 percent as the percentage 
that you will have if this is approved. Are yours more recent than 
mine? 

Colonel Sympon. Yours were typed last night, Mr. Kelleher. I 
would say yours are more recent. I would like to check that and 
furnish it for the record. May I, Mr. Chairman ? 

Mr. Kitpay. You may supply it for the record. 

(The information with regard to Schofield Barracks, T. H., is as 
follows :) 


20066—58—No. 86-18 







































co 
o> 
N 
~~ 
i] 
| | | | 
Sons ee | 29 | 601 ‘% 68 ose | $88 | T99'% | 226 0 | 868 perce “-"18I0J, 
00S ‘ZS ‘9 | 69 | 601 % 06 Sse | $8 | $28 ‘% 659 10 | 868 run OSB gy 
| | | | | “H AL ‘syoelieg pregoyog 
} | | } | j 
| | | AuUYy | 
sjueur | s}ueul qoda | eq}j0 | | 
| -e4jnber | sjyun -oijnbes sijun Aq | queur |} ytoddns | weq | siojienb | 
jo jo jo jo peaoid | -j1edeq 110, | Ayyanur | -edeg | Aloy A | oQng 
i | jusdJeg | JoqUINN | JuV010g | JoquinN ‘dy | Aqpe -“ml09 
4800 | -ysonboy | | s}ueu 
poieur -erjnbel syoefoid Jo m0}}BI0'T 
8a Pe) i ee ee” 2) ee oe a ot a ae oe on ————|_ sujsnoq 
Ayeyyyour Ayyure J 
Ayuo Avy pus oyBAllg 
syoafoid pesodolg | sjosse Zursnoy Ajjurey Zuyystxq 
Zulsnoy peaoidde puv Zuyistxq 
} 














7297 


Mr. Kiipay. The item is approved. 

Proceed. 

Mr. Keviener. Line 18, Fort Shafter, T. H., 481 units none ap- 
proved. 

Mr. Bray. Mr. Chairman, at the last meeting Delegate Burns raised 
the question that that was not intended to build those at Fort Shafter. 
There is to be a hearing and a full investigation as to the use at the 
place where they propose to build it. 

Mr. Kevieuer. I believe, Mr. Bray, an amendment was suggested 
by the Chairman. It would read: 

Fort Shafter, Hawaii, 481 units: Provided, however, That no family housing 
units shall be constructed on Fort DeRussy. 

Mr. Burns. Right. 

Mr. Bray. And they will be constructed on Fort Shafter ? 

Is there any objection to that ? 

Mr. Keiiener. No, sir; there was no objection to that. 

Mr. Burns. Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Kivpay. Mr. Burns. 

Mr. Burns. There may be a necessity to move some to the strip area 
or adjacent to a subinstallation of Fort Shafter, but not Fort DeRussy. 

Mr. Kitpay. With the amendment Mr. Kelleher read, the item is 
approved. 

Now the next one. 

Colonel Sympot. Mr. Chairman, I would like to clarify one other 
part of the record. Yesterday we also discussed 64 units of appro- 
priated fund housing at Fort Shafter. 

Mr. Ketiener. That is included. 

Colonel Sympot. And all of those 64 will be built at Shafter. 

Mr. Ketiener. And they were approved, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Kiipay. This completes the Army section ; does it ? 

Mr. Ketienenr. It does, sir. 

Mr. Kitpay. Just one second; Mr. Kitchin has a question. 

Mr. Krrcenrn. Just one further question. The colonel has justified 
these items on the basis of so many substandard houses and so much 
that we are paying excess rent in many instances, in your testimony. 
Have you found in your survey where there is being paid by these 
people who live in substandard housing a rental lower than their 
allowance, where they pocket the money and are satisfied with living 
where they are and saving that much money ? 

Colonel Sympot. Sir, in some instances; yes. I am not so sure they 
are satisfied. But there are conditions existing as you describe them. 

Mr. Kircn1n. Can you give me an idea as to a percentage figure 
as to that type of personnel, that is satisfied to the extent that he is 
making money where he is living and does not want to move? 

Colonel Symsou. May I furnish that for the record, because I do not 
have it? 

Mr. Kircutn. I would like—Mr. Harvey who made a survey re- 
cently could probably answer that. 

Mr. Harvey, can you answer that on the basis of any one of the 
units that you have recently surveyed ? 

Mr. Harvey. Yes, we found on a number of occasions, not only in 
the Fort Bragg area, but in the other areas in the country that many 
personnel are living in substandard housing very much against their 
wishes; very, very few do so by choice. 
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Mr. Krrcuin. Well, can you give me a percentage, an approximate 
percentage of those who would rather remain there and pocket the 
money than to move into what you call standard bousing ? 

Mr. Harvey. You understand it would have to be a guess, but I 
would say certainly less than 5 percent. 

Mr. Krrcutn. Less than 5 percent ? 

Mr. Harvey. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Would the gentleman yield there? 

Mr. Kinpay. Mr. Rivers. 

Mr. Rivers. You do not regard a trailer as being substandard, do 
you, as such, per se / 

Colonel Sysou. If it is a privately owned trailer that a man 
bought by choice and wants to live in, we let him live in it. 

Mr. Rivers. You find a lot of these enlisted men who prefer—a lot 
of them like to live in trailers. Now do you regard that as 
substandard ¢ 

Colonel Symsou. If the man has bought the trailer and wants to 
live in 

Mr. Rivers. We are not talking about “bought them.” I know 
plenty of places where they rent them and like them. 

Colonel Sympox. Sir, 1 have inspected many, many trailers, Gov- 
ernment-owned and privately owned, that we consider ‘inadequate, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Do you find many cases where they prefer to live in 
them and keep the difference ? 

Colonel Symsox. I have found very, very few in my experience. 

Mr. Kitpay. Of course you will have a certain percentage who like 
to live in slums and save money. That is why we put these restric- 
tions on them. 

Colonel Sympou. Yes. 

Mr. Kitpay. Because we do not want our military people living 
in slums. 

Thank you, Colonel. 

Colonel Syueou. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Kitpay. We will now proceed. 

Mr. Smarr. Title IT. 

Mr. Ketiener. Title IT, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Kuay. Title II of the bill. 

Mr. Ketiener. Page 16. 

Mr. Kirpay. Page 16. 

Who is the first witness for the Navy ? 

Mr. Keviener. Assistant Secretary of the Navy (Material), Fred 
A. Bantz, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Kitpay. Come around, Mr. Secretary. Have a seat, sir. 

Mr. Banrz. Thank you, sir. 

Mr. Kizpay. Go ahead with your statement. 

The committee will be in order, please. You gentlemen come up 
and have seats with the secretary. 

Mr. Bantz. Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, I am 
Fred Bantz, Assistant Secretary of the Navy for Material. 

I have a short, brief statement here that pertains to one subject 
only, and if you do not mind, I will read it. 

Mr. Kitpay. You go ahead with your statement. The committee 
will be in order. We are going to let the Secretary complete his 
statement without questions, may I ask, until he has completed. 
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Mr. Bantz. I am happy to be here to open the Department of the 
Navy’s presentation of its request for military construction authori- 
zation for fiscal year 1959. 

The Department is requesting $276,062,000 in new authorization in 
fiscal year 1959 and is requesting amendments in the amount of 
$15,825,000 to previous authorizations. 

Further, we are seeking authorization for the construction of 8,806 
units of family housing. 

Vice Adm. R. E. Wilson, Rear Adm. J. W. Ailes, and other Navy 
representatives are here to discusss the program in detail with you. 
I shall concentrate my remarks on one problem in facilities man- 
agement, namely the utilization and replacement of structures which, 
for one reason or another, are not well adapted for modern operation. 

This year, as in the past several years, the program is designed 
primarily to provide those facilities required to meet urgent opera- 
tional requirements. For example, substantial amounts of authori- 
zation are requested in the fiscal year 1959 program for facilities at 
the Naval Auxiliary Air Station, Mayport, Fla.; Naval Auxiliary Air 
Station, Meridian, Miss.; Naval Seaplane Facility, Harvey Point, 
N. C.; Naval Air Station, Lemoore, Calif.; Naval Air Missile Test 
Center, Point Mugu, Calif. ; and the Naval Radio Station, Washington 
County, Maine; in order to satisfy important military requirements. 

Inevitably, projects needed to replace inefficient, high maintenance, 
and operating cost facilities receive secondary somaiiiaabiots How- 
ever, as we look to the future, the problems posed by the continued 
operation of obsolescent and obsolete structures will be intensified. 

The acquisition cost of all of the facilities of the Navy and Marine 
Corps is $7,921,381,000 and the estimated replacement cost is $17,772,- 
583,000. Of the total investment of $7,921,381,000, $5,459,504,000, 
or 68 percent, was acquired before 1946. 

Significant is the fact that $1,865,785,000 or 24 percent of the 
$7,921,381,000 investment is carried in semipermanent or temporary 
structures. Thus, a substantial portion of our physical plant is either 
of considerable age or was constructed for a relatively short useful 
life. These factors, taken together, impose severe handicaps on our 
operations. 

First, many structures now in use are ill-suited to their present 
purpose. To adapt these facilities to meet new technological demands 
is aN expensive proposition. 

Second, because so many of our structures were designed for a short 
life span, they are now nearing the point of complete deterioration. 
The steadily rising costs incurred to operate and maintain these tem- 
porary structures are pinching our aladinkbe static maintenance and 
operating budget. To his pressure must be added the cost to main- 
tain and operate the new facilities which either have recently been 
placed in operation or will be completed within the next few years. 

The situation becomes critical, of course, as some of our temporary 
structures reach the point where they simply cannot be continued in 
operation. The serious problems posed by the larger number of 
inefficient and uneconomical structures carried in our inventory can 
be solved in one or a combination of several ways. 

First, we are examining carefully our existing facilities to make 
sure that we are not keeping in operating activities which can be 
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dropped without loss in military and operating efficiency or can be 
consolidated with other activities which are adequately housed. 

As you know, over the last year we have closed or reduced in scale 
of operation a number of activities in an effort to reduce our main- 
tenance and operating costs. We will continue to examine closely our 
Shore Establishment in an effort to make sure that the most efficient 
and economical utilization is made of it. In this connection, a secre- 
tarial directive has been issued instructing bureaus and offices of the 
Department, as well as commanding officers in the field, to review their 
activities closely to determine whether unused structures can be de- 
molished or disposed of. Through these efforts, we may be able to 
bring the Shore Establishment to a point where our operating and 

maintenance budgets are not spread as thingly as they are now. 

Second, we are making sure we get full value for our maintenance 
dollar. The Bureau of Yards and Docks has developed and is in- 
stalling its controlled maintenance program. Under this program, 
stress is laid on periodic inspection of structures, preventive mainte- 
nance, and systematic scheduling of work. Through this program 
we should be able to stretch our limited maintenance dollars further 
by getting the most out of them. A new directive places this program 
in operation throughout the entire Shore Establishment. 

Lastly, we can seek duthorization thr ough the military construction 
program for a greater number of replacement projects. In order to 
do so, we need to know, of course, what structures are most urgently 
in need of replacement. In the new inventory of military real prop- 
erty now being taken, information will be developed which should be 
helpful in giving us a line on where the most critical needs lie in this 
area. 

Action has been taken to insure that the inventory receives the 
personal attention of all commanding officers of shore activities. 

However, we must recognize that projects for replacement run up 
against the stiff competition inherent in the demands for facilities to 
meet urgent operational requirements. There is little likelihood that 
this competition will abate. If anything, it will be intensified, since 
the new weapons coming into general use over the next 10 to 15 years 
will, in and of themselves, impose a severe strain on our ability to 
provide the facilities to support those weapons. 

Thus, our major emphasis must continue to be placed’on searching 
and continuous reviews of the Shore Establishment in order to make 
the best use of what we have and to derive the greatest value from our 
maintenance funds. 

Thank you, sir. 

Mr. Kitpay. Thank you, Secretary Bantz. Are there any questions 
of the Secretary ? 

Mr. Krrentn. Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Kitpay. Mr. Kitchin. 

Mr. Krrcutn. I do not know whether this is an appropriate time to 
ask a question of the Secretary, but he has brought out the problem 
he has in maintenance throughout the total establishment. 

I would like to inject at this point in the record that while attending 
the Board of Visitors of the Naval Academy it was pointed out to us 
that the maintenance cost of the facility over there in 1957 was more 
than the total budget for the Academy in 1951 and they now have 
fewer maintenance employees than they had in 1951. 
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Is anything being done about that, Mr. Secretary, to try to equalize 
that on the basis of the program ¢ 

Mr. Bantz. You mean as regards the particular activity or all the 
shore establishments ? 

Mr. Krrcut. No, I am interested in this particular activity, but in 
turn as concerns all the shore establishments. 

Mr. Bantz. Well, the two things that would have most influence on 
that is the maintenance operation program that is being installed by 
Yards and Docks, which I am sure we all feel certain will cut down 
substantially on costs of maintenance. 

Admiral Peltier is here and he will be glad to explain that to you 
a little later. The other one is this inventory of real property, be- 
cause there is no question about it, we have a number of uilding?. 

I do not suppose there are many activities within the Shore Estab- 
lishment where we do not have one or more buildings that could be 
disposed of. 

Mr. Krrcnrn. And in addition to that, Mr. Secretary, I will ask you 
if it is not a fact that under the policies presently in existence, where 
the Labor Department comes up with an increase of 16 or 19 percent 
in labor cost, judging from the cost standards that are available in 
the various communities surrounding these naval establishments, you 
have to increase the cost of maintenance on the basis of increased wages 
for those employees, is that not right ? 

Mr. Bantz. That is right. 

Mr. Krrcnrn. Is there any way that you could anticipate and at 
least have a little flexibility whereby these naval establishments or 
other military establishments would not have to reduce maintenance 
personnel in the event one of those cost figures came up during the fiscal 
year after the money has been appropriated for cost of maintenance. 

Mr. Bantz. I do not know as I understood the first part of that 
question, Mr. Kitchin. 

Mr. Krrcutn. I say, is there any flexibility that could be used where- 
by these naval establishments—and I have in mind particularly the 
Naval Academy—could have sufficient funds to meet those cost 
increases. 

Mr. Banrz. Of course, the only way we can do it is within the 
particular appropriation. We have flexibility within the appropria- 
tion, of course. 

Mr. Kircury. But is that flexibility in existence at the present time ¢ 

Mr. Banrz. Oh, I thing so, yes, sir. 

Mr. Kircnin. We were informed by Admiral Smedberg, and I hope, 
I am correct in this, that in the appropriation for the Naval Academy 
for the cost of maintenance, that he has had to on numerous occasions 
lay off employees or not replace employees due to the fact that their 
appropriation for maintenance would not warrant the maintaining of 
a certain number of maintenance employees that he felt was actually 
adequate to maintain the naval establishment there at Annapolis. 

Mr. Banrz. I think, Mr. Kitchin, that would apply in many of our 
activities. Iam not familiar with the particular activity, but I think 
what you should have said would apply to many activities, that we 
have had to lay off maintenance people simply because of the lack of 
maintenance dollars. 
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Mr. Kircury. At the present time in this budget for this fiscal 
year, there is no flexibility that would take care of that particular 
situation. 

Mr. Bantz. Well, there is no flexibility beyond the amount that the 
Congress gives us, no, sir. 

Mr. Krrentn. Well, have you requested enough where there will be 
a substantial flexibility to take care of that sort of situation ? 

Mr. Banrtz. I don’t think so, no. 

Mr. Krrentn. That is all. 

Mr. Kitpay. Do you still require to carry out the so-called deferred 
maintenance, Mr. Secretary 

Mr. Bantz. Sir? 

Mr. Kitpay. Deferred maintenance. 

Mr. Bantz. We are doing very little of the so-called deferred 
maintenance. 

Mr. Kitpay. Perhaps the increase in the cost of maintenance at the 
Navay Academy—was that in catching up with some of the deferred 
maintenance ? 

Mr. Bantz. I think probably Admiral Ailes could answer that. He 
has recently made quite a study of deferred maintenance, and it is 
quite a sizable figure. If you don’t mind, I would like to direct that 
question to Admiral Ailes. 

Mr. Kitpay. I think we should get that information from Admiral 
Ailes. We will, of course, hear from him further. 

Admiral Artes. Yes, sir. This report of the Board of Visitors on 
the maintenance there is undergoing a special study by the Bureau of 
Personnel which manages the Navay Academy. 

Mr. Kirentn. Yes. 

Admiral Armes. It is a fact that, as these increases in pay of our 
workers occur, ordinarily we have to absorb them within the money 
we have and that results in having to let employees off or not hire 
replacements when somebody quits. 

The deferred maintenance just piles up. It is in a very, very serious 
condition throughout the Shore Establishment. The Navay Academy 
is actually just typical of it. 

Mr. Kitpay. Are you doing any better on that deferred main- 
tenance than you were, Admiral ? 

Admiral Attes. Yes, sir. On this program that the secretary spoke 
of on controlled maintenance, it is an engineering plan for controlling 
maintenance and getting the maintenance where you need it most. 
We hope it will overcome a lot of this deferred maintenance. 

Mr. Kitpay. Have you not found—— 

Admiral Ames. I think that when Admiral Peltier, who is operating 
that program, gets on the stand, you would all be very much interested 
in what he has to say about this program. This will permit the work 
to be done actually with less people, we think, at less cost, by doing a 
better job through engineering planning of the program, which is 
something new. It is even new in business in the United States. 

Mr. Kizpay. We will get into the detailing of that, of course, fur- 
ther, Admiral. But have you not found this idea of deferred mainte- 
nance to be awfully expensive ? 

Admiral Arms. It is terribly expensive. It just piles more on top 
of the other, sir. 
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Mr. Kinpay. It just means you are letting your property go to rack 
and ruin ¢ 

Admiral] Attes. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kiupay. If you do not care about your property, soon you do 
not have any property. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. Will the gentleman yield ? 

Mr. Kitpay. Mr. Lankford. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. Admiral, this planning of maintenance you are talk- 
ing about, is that this new system of planning and estimating? 

Admiral Arzes. Yes, sir. It goes all the way from inspecting to 
reporting—inspecting, planning, performing the work so that you 
have the man right there with the right tools at the right time. You 

et better performance out of the men. You get more For your dollar. 
You get more work with less people. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. Fewer peoples 

Admiral Args. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Lanxkrorp. Fewer people on the job, for more in the office ? 

Admiral Atres. No, sir. 

Mr. Krrcen1n. We would be interested in hearing this plan. 

Mr. Kivpay. We will. 

Admiral Aires. It is most interesting. 

Mr. Kitpay. We will go into the plan. 

Admiral Arrs. And at places where it has been installed have 
proven it very, very conclusively. 

Mr. Kirpay. Are there any other questions of the secretary at this 
time ? 

(No response. ) 

Mr. Kivpay. Mr. Secretary, we thank you and we apologize for keep- 
ing you here so long this morning. 

Mr. Banrz. That is all right, sir. 

If I may, I would like to introduce Rear Adm. Wilson who is Deputy 
Chief of Naval Operations in charge of Logistics, who has a statement. 

Mr. Krxpay. Admiral, we will be very glad to have you go ahead 
with your statement. ' 

Admiral Wirson. All right, sir. 

Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, I am Vice Adm. 
Ralph E. Wilson, United States Navy, Deputy Chief of Naval Op- 
erations (Logistics). I appreciate this opportunity to speak to you 
about the Navy’s military construction authorization program for 
fiscal year 1959. 

Mr. Bantz has touched on a few of the management problems in his 
report to you of the business side of the Naval Shore Establishment. 

I propose to discuss briefly the broad aspects of military require- 
ments. Rear Admiral Gentner will follow me to outline the aviation 
requirement. Rear Admiral Ailes will present the details of this 
year’s program. 

The purpose of our military construction program is to make the 
Naval Shore Establishment capable to support the fleet. Each of 
the several parts of this program has a specific objective designed 
to achieve this result directly or indirectly. As we modernize the 
fleet and increase its striking power, we must concurrently adjust 
and modernize at our shore stations in order to obtain the most ef- 
fective use of our operating forces. 
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Each year the Navy’s military construction program undergoes a 
most rigorous review within the Navy itself, the Department of De- 
fense and the Bureau of the Budget. This careful scr rutiny has been 
applied to the program you are now considering. It is a relatively 
small, but a well-balanced program, prov iding only for the most 
urgently needed facilities. It provides facilities for research and de- 
velopment in several fields; for training Naval and Marine Corps of- 
ficers and enlisted men in advanced technologies; for improving the 
living conditions of our personnel and for operation of modern sub- 
marines, aircraft carriers, and high performance aircraft and for 
stren thening our antisubmarine warfare capabilities. 

Military construction is not a self-sufficient program. Rather, it is 
a collection of parts of other programs of the Navy which depend on 
military construction to make them complete. The facilities provided 
by military construction are, in fact, integral parts of our weapons 
systems. 

A. few examples will best illustrate this point. 

The Polaris program has top priority in the Navy. We are re- 
questing authorization for construction of certain facilities at several 
classified locations for continued development of this fleet ballistic 
missile weapon system. 

When missiles become operational, they require officers and men to 
use them who will be familiar with their capabilities, and can as- 
semble, maintain, and operate them. In order to train these personnel 
in the handling of missiles, we propose to provide additional school fa- 
cilities for the purpose at the Fleet Air Defense Training Center, 
Dam Neck, Va., and the submarine base at New London. 

A third ‘project is proposed for communication facilities that will 
play an important part in directing the movement and transmitting 
intelligence to the vessels carrying this missile. 

Six projects in the program have for their purpose the strengthen- 
ing of our antisubmarine warfare capability. These are to be con- 
structed at east and west coast stations and at strategic locations in 
the Pacific and Atlantic. 

At the same time, we will provide facilities at our Pearl Harbor 
and New London submarine bases to support operations of our con- 
ventional submarines and the new, nuclear-powered, deeper draft 
submarines. 

The bulk of the projects in the program will directly serve to im- 
prove our combat readiness and increase the striking power of the 
fleet. These include facilities at our fleet support and Marine Corps 
air stations on each coast; dredging projects at San Francisco and 
Norfolk to permit safe movement into these ports of capital ships 
and home-porting, for the first time at a west coast base, of our mod- 
ern, large carriers; facilities at several Marine Corps bases which are 
badly needed to maintain the readiness of our Fleet Marine Force; 
and such ship-supporting facilities as the project at Guam for stor- 
age of petroleum products and berthing for the angled-deck carriers 
at Ford Island, Pear] Harbor, and May port, Fla. 

The Navy’s combat readiness is measured to a great extent by the 
thoroughness of training of the officers and the men who man our 
forces. Projects are in the program to provide facilities for train- 
ing in the use and maintenance of advanced and increasingly complex 
equipment employed in modern warfare. 
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We propose, for example, to provide facilities for basic training in 
jet aircraft at Meridian, Miss.; for a combat range at Quantico, Va.; 
and for a nuclear power school at Great Lakes, ll. 

We recognize that even our most advanced machines without com- 
petent people are of little value. We try to house these people de- 
cently, to feed them adequately, and to furnish them means for health- 
ful and wholesome recreation and relaxation. 

The Navy considers these types of facilities to be operational re- 
quirements. We must provide them if we are to retain even our hard 
core of highly trained officers and men on a career basis. The modest 
portion of the program for such facilities includes, for example, proj- 
ects for barracks at Camp Pendleton, Calif., and Harvey Point, N. 
C.; a messhall and enlisted men’s club at Newport, R. I.; and a Navy 
exchange at Lemoore, Calif. 

We must continue our vigorous efforts in basic and applied research 
and in the development of products of that research, About $63 
million are included in the program for construction of facilities to 
carry on this work. 

Mr. Kitpay. What is that figure, Admiral? How many million? 

Admiral Witson. Sixty-three, sir. 

The few examples of military construction projects I have men- 
tioned indicate the very close integration of the Navy’s various pro- 
grams and objectives. Modern naval shore facilities have a distinct 
and very real impact on the combat readiness and striking power of 
our operating forces. I earnestly recommend your favorable con- 
sideration of the Navy’s military construction program. 

Mr. Kizpay. Thank you, Admiral Wilson. 

Are there any questions of Admiral Wilson ? 

Mr. Rivers. I would like to inquire from the Admiral. 

Mr. Kinpay. Mr. Rivers. 

Mr. Rivers. Admiral Wilson, you say that Polaris is one of your 
top priority programs? 

Admiral Winson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. If you had the money at your disposal, would you pro- 
ceed with the construction of the Polaris bases ? 

Admiral Wirson. With the construction of Polaris bases ? 

Mr. Rivers. Yes, sir. 

Admiral Witson. We certainly would, Mr. Rivers, and we have 
every intention of doing that. It is a phased program, and our pres- 
ent. plans for it are keyed directly to the number of submarines that 
we can see coming in the projection of our shipbuilding program. 

Mr. Rivers. Would you conjecture on when Polaris will become 
operational ? 

Mr. KeiieHer. You are in open session, Admiral. 

Mr. Kitpay. Do you care to give it in open session ? 

Admiral Wison. That is classified information, Mr. Rivers. 

Mr. Rivers. Do you see a breakthrough on the Polaris experi- 
mental program ? 

Admiral Wirson. You mean is it a likely possibility ? 

Mr. Rivers. Yes, sir. 

Admiral Wison. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. With these things which you have a definite knowledge 
of, do you not think the committee would be wise to definitely con- 
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sider the beginning of the construction of these bases which you are 
going to need for the Polaris submarine? 

Admiral Wirson. Well, we certainly want the committee to be 
aware of the need for these bases, Mr. Rivers, and all of the facilities 
that go into the system. 

We feel, as the program is now presented to the Congress, that our 
phasing is well coordinated in the whole thing. 

Mr. Rivers. Now, do you think by waiting until—when do you 
plan to put the Polaris construction program into effect? In the 1960 
program ? 

Admiral Witson. We have some in here, sir, that support the 
Polaris program as a whole. 

Mr. Rivers. What about the base structure? 

Admiral Witson. We undoubtedly will have base facilities in 1960 
program ; yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. That will be 1 year from now ? 

Admiral Wirson. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Will that hinder or in any wise impede the orderly 
procedure of the development of the Polaris program, in your 
opinion ? 

Admiral Witson. Not as we see it now, sir, with the number of 
submarines that are previded at this time. 

Mr. Rivers. I see. So the waiting for 1 year will not in any wise 
affect the effectiveness or in any wise harm the security which you 
plan to give the Nation with the Polaris program ? 

Admiral Witson. Well, I can put that this way, sir. With the 
number of submarines that are presently in our program, that we 
are presenting to the Congress, we can operate those submarines as 
they are made available with the facilities that are provided. 

Mr. Rivers. That is all, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Knpay. Thank you, Admiral Wilson. Who is the next wit- 
ness ¢ 

Mr. Ketitener. Admiral Gentner. 

Mr. Bantz. Admiral Gentner. 

Mr. Kitpay. Admiral Gentner, we will be glad to have your state- 
ment. 

Mr. Gentner. Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, I am 
Rear Adm. William E. Gentner, Jr., Director of the Aviation Plans 
Division, Office of the Chief of Naval Operations. 

It is our privilege today to present to you the aviation aspects of 
the Navy’s military construction program for the fiscal year 1959. 

Since our presentation last year before this committee, the Navy has 
experienced reductions in aircraft and personnel in the Naval Aviation 
Establishment and proportionate reduction in the number of aviation 
bases required for their support. 

These reductions have their roots in several factors—economy, pro- 
gressive changes in aircraft and aircraft weapons systems, and, of 
course, the coming of age of missiles. 

We must not be misled by these reductions. While we are reduc- 
ing in numbers, we are at the same time pursuing all avenues leading 
to increased effectiveness of our rem: uining forces. We are adapting 
our aviation facilities to meet the ever- -changing profile of these forces 
resulting from continued technological advances in the field of war- 
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fare. The aviation portion of our military construction program is 
designed to aobeenaiiiel this task within the limit of permissible 
expenditures and to provide for the most effective possible support 
of our operating forces, allowing for the inherent timelags in con- 
struction and the future requirements of the fleet. 

We have divided the military construction program for aviation into 
two broad categories; modernization of existing stations and new 
construction. 

First, we must constantly strive to improve the condition and opera- 
tional capabilities of the existing Aviation Shore Establishment by 
supplementing or replacing substandard or temporary support facili- 
ties as they become inadequate or unusable and by modernizing opera- 
tional facilities to meet the requirements of the latest aircraft and 
associated weapons systems and changing operating techniques. 

Approximately 44 percent of our program is earmarked for this 
purpose. 

In many instances, no amount of modernization would fulfill our 
operational requirements, and it has therefore been necessary to resort 
to new construction. This, then, is the second category of our mili- 
tary construction program, and some 56 percent is devoted to this 
purpose. 

I must stress the urgency of this entire program. It includes many 
items peculiar to the support of missiles, modern aircraft, and as- 
sociated systems such as liquid oxygen facilities, runway extensions, 
turbojet engine test facilities, missile maintenance and storage facili- 
ties, and improved and increased utility services. 

The Naval Aviation Shore Establishment exists solely for the sup- 
port of the operating forces, and every project in our program is 
inseparably allied to a weapons system. Enormous sums have been 
expended for the development of these weapons systems, and just as 
a missile is useless without a launching pad, so all of our weapons 
systems would be ineffective without adequate facilities ashore for 
support and training. 

In stressing the necessity for providing adequate support facilities, 
one need only look at the cost of accidents in this age of multi-million- 
dollar aircraft. Statistics indicate that there will be 1,200 aircraft 
accidents next year, about half resulting in loss of the aircraft. This 
represents in a loss of modern aircraft worth about $360 million. 
Of these accidents 45 percent are landing accidents. Many of these 
landing accidents can be avoided by the provision of longer runways, 
improved arresting gear and modern airfield design. 

In summary, if we are to maintain our Aviation Shore Establish- 
ment abreast of the latest developments and improvements in aircraft 
and weapons, we must adhere closely to a farsighted, long-range plan 
for base modernization and construction, taking full cognizance of 
the future requirements of the fleet and the incremental progress neces- 
sary to bring the completion date of facilities in line with these require- 
ments. We have developed such a program of which this year’s 
submission is an integral part. 

Mr. Kinpay. Thank you, Admiral Gentner. Are there any ques- 
tions of Admiral Gentner ? 

Mr. Harpy. Just one, a quick one here. 

Mr. Kmpay. All right. 
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Mr. Harpy. Admiral, on the first page of your statement you refer 
to the factors that are contributing to the reduction i in your aviation 
requirements, and you list economy and progressive changes in air- 
craft and aircraft weapons systems, and, of course, the coming of age 
of missiles. You left out the Bureau of the Budget and the Office of 
the Secretary of Defense. 

Over on the second page I underscored an observation about the 
limiting of your military constr uction program. You say “the limit 
of permissible expenditures.” 

I wondered whether that was a major factor in the reduction of 
your capabilities, which you sort of glossed over a little bit. You do 
not need to comment on that if you do not want to. 

Admiral Gentner. Mr. Hardy, this is all part of a balanced pro- 
gram within the financial limitations of the Nav y: 

Mr. Harpy. All right. So then, this is based primarily on the 
limitations of expenditures which were handed to you by the Defense 
Department, Secretary of Defense, and the Bureau of the Budget? 

Admiral Gentner. Well, I really have in mind here programs as 
well as expenditures, Mr. Hardy. 

Mr. Kirpay. Thank you, Admiral Gentner. 

Mr. Krrenr. Mr. Chairman, may I ask the admiral one question ¢ 

Mr. Kitpay. Mr. Kitchin. 

Mr. Krrentn. Is there anything being done or under study at the 
present time to give better facilities to ‘the Naval Ac ademy for in- 
doctrination air training ? 

Admiral Grenrner. Yes, sir. I am glad you brought that up. 
Those three planes that I think you saw during your tour at the Naval 
Academy 

Mr. Krrcnen. Yes, sir. 

Admiral Gentner. Have maybe 1 year or 2 years more of service, 
at which time we will not need to replace these aircraft, but try to do 
our midshipman indoctrination at Andrews Air Force Base when we 
close up Anacostia and move to Andrews. 

Now, there is one point I would like to make here, Mr. Kitchin, 
and many people have misunderstood this midshipman indoctrina- 
tion. This is not flight training. This is the midshipman riding as 
a passenger in a two- seat combat or in a larger plane. 

Mr. Kircri. Yes. 

Admiral Grentner. But he is not at the controls. I would like to 

make this point very clear. 

Mr. Krrcntn. I understood that. 

Now, it gets back to the question where you are concentrating more 
activity at Andrews. And under our present situation that exists 
around metropolitan Washington ? 

Admiral Gentner. Yes. 

Mr. Krrenen. The incident that occurred over Baltimore re- 
cently 








Admiral Gentner. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Krrcentn. Has triggered off some conjecture by Members of 
the House as to the necessity of greater control of air activity in and 
around the metropolitan area. ‘Are you still maintaining that they 
can be done economically and safely by concentrating more activity 
at Andrews? : 
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Admiral Gentner. Yes, sir; more economically and more effi- 
ciently, and practically no increase over our present air operations. 

Now, the reason I say this is because we have pilots on duty in the 
Pentagon that are required to get in a certain amount of proficiency 
flight time. These are experienced pilots. These pilots, instead of 
flying around with a passenger who is getting nothing out of it, will 
take a midshipman on his indoctrination flight, and this will not only 
give the midshipmen association with officers in the Pentagon, but 
vice versa. The officers in the Pentagon will get to midshipmen prob- 
lems at the same time. We are looking forward to this. 

Mr. Kircurn. I am delighted to hear that you are getting rid of 
those old traps that I would not want to get in, regardless of who was 
flying it. 

Mr. Kitpay. Mr, Lankford. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. Admiral, I notice in here a request for additional 
land at Webster Field in southern Maryland. 

Admiral Gentner. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. Am I correct in assuming that that is going to be 
used in conjunction with Andrews Field as an outlying field for 
Andrews, or is it to be used with Patuxent. 

Admiral Gentner. That is tied in—Webster Field is tied in with 
Andrews. In order to get the traffic out of Andrews for practice 
landings, the pilot will fly down to Webster and make his practice 
landings there and then come back and terminate his flight at 
Andrews. 

There will be no naval air-station development at Webster as such, 
other than to continue the control tower and the fire and crash equip- 
ment. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. What is the length of the runway at Webster? 

Admiral Gentner. It is 6,000 now. It is 6,000, and we want to ex- 
tend it to 8,000—2,000 more feet. 

Mr. Bennett. Mr. Chairman, right along that line. 

Mr. Kitpay. Mr. Bennett. 

Mr. Bennetr. Admiral, the type of indoctrination that has been 
done at Pensacola and at Mayport recently by midshipmen will prob- 
ably be continued ? 

Admiral Gentner. Oh, definitely, that will be continued. 

Mr. Bennerr. Thank you. 

Mr. Rivers. Could I ask the admiral a question ? 

Mr. Krpay. Mr. Rivers. 

Mr. Rivers. Do you plan to vacate Anacostia ? 

Admiral Gentner. Of aviation activity, yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. When do you plan to do that? 

Admiral Gentner. Andrews will become available about 1962. 

Mr. Rivers. 1962. 

Admiral Gentner. So at that time why, we will pull our aviation 
activities out of Anacostia, as well as the Air Force will put their 
activities out of Bolling. 

Mr. Rivers. What is going to be done at the two existing installa- 
tion now there? 

Is there any plan for that? 

Admiral Gentrner. Yes. May I defer that question—— 

Secretary Banrz. I think I could answer that for you. 

Mr. Rivers. Yes. 
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Secretary Banrz. The Navy is making quite a study of it at the 
present time. No definite plans—there is nothing definite that has 
been decided on it. But we are considering what practical use we 
could make of it. 

Mr. Rivers. You, in conjunction with the Air Force? 

Secretary Banvz. No, I do not think we have considered that up 
to this point. 

I think that we have been considering up to this point just how we 
can best use it, if at all, for naval practical purposes. 

Mr. Rivers. The only thing you will have over there for all prac- 
tical purposes, once you vacate it as an aviation facility, will be— 
what is that ? 

Secretary Banrz. The receiving station. 

Admiral Gentner. Photolab. 

Mr. Rivers. The photolab. 

Admiral Gentner. Receiving station. 

Mr. Rivers. The photolab. 

Do you plan to have it for the weekend warriors ? 

Secretary Bantz. Go ahead. 

Admiral Gentner. The Naval Air Reserve will move to Andrews 
along with the activity. 

Mr. Rivers. So far all intents and purposes, it will be surplus prop- 
erty so far as aviation is concerned ? 

Lamisal Gentner. As far as aviation is concerned; yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Do you plan to move the photo laboratories ? 

Secretary Bantz. No definite plans on it as yet. 

Mr. Rivers. I see. That is all. 

Mr. Kirpay. Thank you, Admiral Gentner. Who is the next 
witness ? 

Mr. Ketitener. Admiral Ailes, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Kizpay. Admiral Ailes. 

Have a seat, Mr. Ailes. 


STATEMENT OF REAR ADM. J. W. AILES III, UNITED STATES NAVY, 
DIRECTOR, SHORE ESTABLISHMENT DEVELOPMENT AND MAIN- 
TENANCE DIVISION 


Admiral Arties. I am Rear Adm. J. W. Ailes III, Mr. Chairman, 
United States Navy, Director of the Shore Establishment and Main- 
tenance Division, in the Office of Chief of Naval Operations. 

This year the Navy i is requesting authorization of a program con- 
sisting of four parts. 

The first part is comprised of new military construction line items 
at specified and at classified locations in the total amount of $276,- 
062,000. These are covered by sections 201 and 202 of the bill. 

The second part, section 203 of the bill, is for construction of facili- 
ties to meet unforeseen requirements of an emergency nature in con- 
nection with research and development, guided missiles, and other 
weapons systems. This is for authorization in the amount of $25 mil- 
lion and is similar to the authority granted the Department of the 
Air Force in Public Law 968, 84th Congress. 

The third part, section 204 of the bill, is for authorization of 543 
units of Commodity Credit and 8,004 units of Capehart family housing 
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for Naval and Marine Corps personnel at overseas and continental 
United States stations. This request is made to comply with the re- 
quirement of section 406 (a) of last year’s authorization act, Public 
Law 85-241. 

The final part of this program is covered by sections 205 through 
209 of the bill. This is for amending prior authorization acts to ob- 
tain an increase of $15,825,000 in authorization for specific projects 
granted by those previously approved acts. 

Pursuing the theme outlined by Admiral Wilson, the military con- 
struction line items in the program may be grouped with the following 
objectives or weapons systems which they will support. 


1. Submarine and antisubmarine warfare__._--_._______-___-_-_____ $45, 599, 000 
Sy Te * NE orca ects el Sanh ee eh and Lipa toadtaneeo 52, 989, 000 
SS) Gingell mhietlleG$.3 inte ee 18, 540, 000 
BPRS cnc rnmeewsmpenendpdddiodudthalendedteteaetahien 25, 950, 000 
a IN IE i ccttiinrigcehiily nencicicabelts hits tiie capinichndoechindeimbd 42, 318, 000 
Cis ~ nn CRUIIE IN as iss cseseeesteencersnei araieniiepienricieintoaniaionieta 62, 853, 000 
%. General support of operating forces......._._.._-------_.----~-- 27, 813, 000 

Total in sections 201 and 202 of the bill__.._-_----_---_-----_ 276, 062, 000 


The authorization for emergency construction would be used for 
support of any one of these objectives or weapons systems. The 
family housing is, of course, required for personnel support. 

It is of interest to note that 27 of the 189 line items in the program 
are for replacement of existing obsolescent and deteriorated facilities 
in the amount of $34,195,000 or 12.4 percent of the total amount. 

The program is sponsored within the Navy Department by 11 
bureaus and offices, including the Office of the Chief of Nava] Oper- 
ations and the Marine Corps. We call these 11 subprograms classes 
of facilities. A summary of the classes is shown in the front of the 
program data book which is on the desk in front of each member of 
the committee. The classes of facilities also appear in the same order 
in title II of the authorization bill you are now considering. I should 
like to list these classes, the amount of authorization being requested, 
and examples of projects included in each of them. 

They are: 

Shipyard facilities, $3,813,000: Included in this class are projects 
for dredging of carrier berths at the San Francisco Naval Shipyard; 
replacement of two timber piers at the Naval Submarine Base, New 
London, and a storage building at the Naval Submariné Base, Pearl 
Harbor. 

Fleet base facilities, $4,255,000: There are two projects in this class. 
One is for personnel support facilities at the Naval Station, Newport ; 
the other is for dredging the channel approach to the Naval Base, 
Norfolk. 

Aviation facilities, $111,204,000: This is our largest class. It in- 
cludes projects for the continued development of the new air stations 
at Meridian, Miss.; Harvey Point, N. C., and Lemoore, Calif. It 
includes a major project at the Naval Air Missile Test Center, Point 
Mugu, and its annex at the former Army Camp Cooke, Calif.. for 
research, development and training in the field of guided missiles. 
Other important parts are, for instance, the line item for the Agana 
Naval Air Station at Guam to lengthen the runway and an item at 
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the Naval Station Roosevelt Roads, Puerto Rico, for a communication 
and radar building. 

Supply facilities, $5,544,000: Projects of particular concern in this 
class are the one for rehabilitation of the steam facilities at the Naval 
Supply Depot, Newport, and another for POL facilities at the Naval 
Supply Depot, Guam. 

Marine Corps facilities, $6,495,000: The major project in this class 
is for modernization of certain facilities at the Marine Corps Base, 
Camp Pendleton, Calif. This includes replacement of old barracks 
and utilities at Camp Del Mar and the Amtrack maintenance school 
facilities. 

Ordnance facilities, $7,877,000: Projects in this class include guided 
missile support facilities at the Naval Ammunition Depots, Concord, 
Calif., and Hingham, Mass., and research facilities at the Naval 
Ordnance Laboratory, Corona, Calif. 

Service school facilities, $26,717,000: A project in the program of 
particular interest to the committee is for extension of Bancroft Hall. 
Members of this committee who have served on the Board of Visitors 
at the Naval Academy are quite familiar with the project. Other 
projects in this class include those for replacement of the Armed Forces 
Staff College facilities at Norfolk, Va., and a communication school 
at the Naval Training Center, San Diego, Calif. 

Medical facilities, $8,503,000: This class includes two line items at 
the National Naval Medical Center, Bethesda, Md., one for replace- 
ment of a portion of the temporary facilities built in World War IT; 
and the other for a Radiation Exposure Evaluation Building. 

Communication facilities, $40,572,000: This class includes four 
projects. One of these is for continued development of the Naval 
Radio Station in Washington County, Maine, and three are at over- 
seas locations for radio receiving facilities. 

Office of Naval Research facilities, $60,192,000: These are two 
projects in this class. One provides for construction of a fourth floor 
on the Nuclear Research Building at the Naval Research Laboratory 
in the District of Columbia; the other is a classified facility. 

Yards and docks facilities, $890,000: There is only one project in 
this class—for additional utilities at the Public Works Center, 
Guantanamo Bay, Cuba. 

Mr. Chairman, before we present the details of the Navy’s fiscal 
year 1959 program for authorization of military construction, the 
committee may wish to hear the report of the Chief of the Bureau of 
Yards and Docks on the general status of our military construction 
program. Rear Admiral Peltier, Chief of the Bureau is here to 
present his report—Admiral Peltier. 

Mr. Kettener. Admiral Peltier is here, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Kirpay. Are there any questions of Admiral Ailes? You 
are going to be with us through the hearings, are you not ? 

Admiral Attes. Yes, throughout the hearings. 

Mr. Rivers. Would you be able to tell us what you plan to do with 
the gun factory later on? I do not have to have it now. 

Admiral Ares. Maybe, while Mr. Bantz is here, we might present 
that. He has a study going on, on that right now. 

Mr. Kitpay. Do you care to comment, Mr. Secretary ? 

Secretary Bantz. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. Rivers. I would like to know, I would like to see, the missiles 
and things like that rendered the gun, the cannon—it used to be the 
factory down here had to change under the concept of the need for 
that installation. . the 

Secretary Banrz. Yes, very definitely. Our biggest productivity 
right down there is on missile launchers. 

Mr. Rivers. I see. 

Secretary Banrz. Recently we have had a committee, headed by 
Captain Lebelsky, who is a very able man in that field, an engineer, 
and they have come up with the recommendation that what we should 
do with the gun factory is to use it more for engineer, rather than 
actual productive work. That has not been decided on as yet, but 
will be, I am sure within the next 10 days. 

Mr. Rivers. It is such a valuable installation. You do not plan to 
make it surplus property, do you ? 

Secretary Banrz. Pardon? 

Mr. Rivers. I say it is such a valuable installation for the needs of 
the Navy, the overall needs of the Navy, you have no plan for 
declaring it surplus ? 

Secretary Banrz. No, sir, we do not. 

Mr. Rivers. I see. 

Mr. Kinpay. Admiral Peltier. 

Mr. Lanxkrorp. Will this mean a reduction in work force, Mr. 
Secretary ¢ 

Secretary Banrz. Well, that is pretty hard to say, sir, because 
we are having an attrition there now, and naturally—— 

Mr. Lanxrorp. I beg your pardon? 

Secretary Banrz. I say we have been having quite a national attri- 
tion right now. I think it is running probably as high as 75 or 80 
per month gross, or maybe a little larger than that. It would depend 
entirely on what we finally decide to do at the gun factory as regards 
research and engineering work and whether or not we do any pro- 
duction work of any type. 

Mr. Kitpay. Thank you, Mr. Secretary. 

Now Admiral Peltier. 


STATEMENT OF REAR ADM. E. J. PELTIER, CHIEF OF CIVIL 
ENGINEERS, BUREAU OF YARDS AND DOCKS 


Admiral Petrrer. Mr. Chairman and Members of the Committee: 
I am Rear Adm. E. J. Peltier, Chief of Civil Engineers of the United 
States Navy. 

I consider the privilege of appearing before this committee for the 
first time as the New Chief of Bureau of Yards and Docks one not to 
be taken lightly. Inherent with this privilege is the responsibility 
for providing you with factual and useful data, by which you may 
measure our stewardship of the construction authorization which you 
have granted. In furtherance of this confidence I assure you that we 
shall ever be fully responsive to your desires. 

As a prelude to the detail testimony, I would like to report briefly 
on the current status of the Navy’s construction program. As you 
know, the Bureau of Yards and Docks is responsible for the design 
and construction of the Navy’s Shore Establishment. The Civil 
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Engineer Corps serves in an advisory capacity in the preliminary 
~~ of the construction program by providing technical guidance 
in determining the best engineering solutions, and the feasibility and 
cost of the required structures. This participation continues through 
all the levels of review, and once an item is approved for a proposed 

rogram, the Bureau of Yards and Docks assumes full responsibility 

or detail planning. When authorized by the Congress the Bureau 
vigorously prosecutes construction with the intent of providing bene- 
ficial occupancy at the earliest date. 

The Bureau’s first consideration in undertaking the planning and 
construction of a new program is the adjustment of procedures for 
compliance with the expressed desires of the Congress and new legis- 
lative requirements. In compliance therewith the Bureau constantly 
is endeavoring to eliminate our few remaining cost-plus-fixed fee con- 
struction contracts and is so doing where it is determined to be in the 
best interests of the Government. It is anticipated that all five of 
these contracts will be converted to a lump-sum basis or closed out b 
the end of the current fiscal year with the exception of the Spanish 
bases contract, and possibly the Midway Island contract, which should 
be converted or closed out by August 1958. 

Our policy of awarding construction contracts as a result of com- 
petitive bidding will continue, but authority for cost-plus-fixed-fee 
contracts should not be entirely restricted since this authority some- 
times serves the best interest of the Government. This is particularly 
true where the project is located in some foreign or isolated areas 
where the urgency of completion demands the shortest possible con- 
struction time, and where certain new and improved construction re- 
quirements are involved, such that risks to be assumed by contractors 
under lump-sum contracts would result in excessive contingency costs. 

The necessity to control expenditures because of the national debt 
limit required that only the highest pirority projects, such as require- 
ments for the polaris program, be undertaken during the first half of 
the fiscal year and the remainder of the program scheduled for the 
last half. 

Thus, obligations during the first half of this year were below 
normal but it is expected that we shall meet our financial plan by 
the end of this year. 

As the committee knows, authority and funds for military con- 
struction are available until used or rescinded. Thus, as shown on 
the attached chart, at the beginning of fiscal year 1958 we had an 
unobligated balance of project authorization available in the amount 
of $440 million. To this was added new project authorization in 
the amount fo $401 million making a total authorization availability 
during fiscal year 1958 of $841 million. Against this project authori- 
zation, however, we carried over into fiscal year 1958 only $178 million 
of obligating authority. To this was added new obligating authority 
in the amount of $265 million, making a total of $443 million of 
obligating authority available during the fiscal year. 

During fiscal year 1958 it is planned to utilize $320 million of this 
authorization, and it is estimated that approximately $100 million of 
the outstanding unobligated authorization will be available for re- 
scission. Thus, we will be entering fiscal year 1959 with a carryover 
of $421 million of project authorization to which will be added, if 
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ranted, the $351 million currently being requested. We then will 
ove available during fiscal year 1959 only approximately $772 mil- 
lion of project authorization. Again, in compliance with the com- 
mittees’ expressed desires, you can see that we are reducing the 
amounts of authorization which we carry forward, and I assure you 
that we shall continue to screen this matter closely in order to further 
purify this program. 

Although current planning for authorizations in future years is 
tailored to modest obligation levels comparable to those planned for 
fiscal years 1958 and 1959, we are prepared to weienteles a larger 
volume of construction if world events and rapidly changing weapons 
systems so dictate. In this connection I aa like to point out that 
efforts to improve management procedures within the Bureau and its 
field activities have developed an efficient engineering organization. 
Actual capabilities of the civil engineer corps in the field of military 
construction without appreciable expansion is substantially in excess 
of our current program. 

The authorization being requested, with the exception of the post- 
Korea year of 1954, is less than that sought in any of the last 10 years. 
This program provides for no facilities solely for mobilization or 
industrial use and only a minimum of replacement work. However, 
included for the first time in the program books before you are data 
sheets for family housing. This is in compliance with Public Law 
85-241 directing that no family housing be placed under contract 
without being specifically authorized. 

I will be present throughout these hearings and I will be pleased to 
answer any questions concerning the operation of the Bureau of Yards 
and Docks and the Navy’s military construction program. 

Thank you. 

Mr. Kiipay. Thank you, Admiral. 

I am glad to have you on your first appearance. I suppose we will 
have communications passing back and forth. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Kinpay. Mr. Rivers. 

Mr. Rivers. I expect a new broom will sweep clean. I want to con- 
gratulate you on your appointment as Chief of the Bureau of Yards 
and Docks. Without reflection on your predecessors. 

Knowing you and your Deputy Corradi, I think you have made an 
excellent start. I can assure you from what I have seen and what 
we know about the Navy, we can expect big things out of you, because 
you made a fine start. 

Admiral Pettrer. Thank you. 

Mr. Kitpay. Thank you, Mr. Rivers. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, one question. 

Mr. Kitpay. Mr. Hardy. 

Mr. Harpy. Admiral, on page 3 of your statement, you call atten- 
tion to the availability during 1958 of authorization availability of 
$841 million against an obligating authority of only $178 million. If 
T understood that correctly. 

Admiral Pettter. No, that is what we carried. We had 178 carry- 
over plus the 265 new obligating authority which gave us 443 for the 
year. 
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Mr. Harpy. Well, you carried over, then, $440 million in authoriza- 
tion, but only $178 million in obligating author ity. 

Admiral Pevrier. Right. 

Mr. Harpy. Now that obligating authority comes from where? 

Admiral Perrier. That was unobligated—the unobligated balance 
of our appropriations. 

Mr. Harpy. The unobligated balance of your appropriation against 
your authorization, is that right ? 

Admiral Perrier. That is right. 

Mr. Harpy. Was all of that cleared to the point where it could have 
been obligated if you had needed to utilize those funds without having 
to go back and get the Bureau of the Budget to clear it? 

Admiral Peitirer. Yes, most of it, although a majority of the 178 

was for contingencies, the amount we have reserved for change orders 
on projects that are presently underway, that are more or less 
committed 

Mr. Harpy. Actually, then, you did not have much in the way of 
appropriations that were not obligated ? 

Admiral Pe.rrer. No, not committed—I think our figures on that are 
about—let us see. 

Mr. Harpy. The thing I am trying to understand is the relationship 
between outstanding authorizations and outstanding appropriations. 
Admiral Peurrer. We have much more authorization, of course. 

Mr. Harpy. And this 178 was appropriations against your 440 
authorizations, but in that 178 I understood you to say you had a 
considerable amount—that was tied up in contingencies against the 
contracts which had been let 

Admiral Penrrer. Yes, we had $143 million that were committed 
by reserve for contingencies, reserve for administrative cost, and for 
our current working estimates you might say. 

Mr. Harpy. Actually, then, of the funds appropriated, you had 
only about $40 million that did not have strings attached to it? 

Admiral Pevrier. That is right, 143 from 178. 

Mr. Harpy. That is all. 

Mr. Rivers. May I inquire, if you have finished, Mr. Hardy ? 

Mr. Harpy. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. From a slide rule standpoint, how much do you set 
aside for change orders? 

Admiral Peurrer. About 5 percent, on the average. 

Mr. Rivers. I see. 

Mr. Bates. Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Kinpay. Mr. Bates. 

Mr. Bares. I do not know who would answer this question. But I 
noted in Admiral Ailes’ statement a reference to Newport, R. 1., for 
additional facilities for personnel support. 

Admiral Aries. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bares. I heard many people question the advisability of build- 
ing New port up any more than it is presently, that perhaps we already 
got too many eggs in the same basket. Although I recognize it is 
perhaps the finest natural deepwater port that we have in “the entire 
United States. 

Is anybody in a position to discuss the wisdom of increasing the 
forces that we have there any more than they are at the present time? 
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Mr. Kirpay. Will that not be done on the justification of the 
project? 

Mr. Bares. Well, this is sort of a general overall problem. If you 
prefer to wait 

Admiral Ares. I can answer this question very readily this way. 
These are both replacement facilities, at existing facilities. One is for 
a messhall which is falling down onus. It is extremely unsanitary and 
we just have to replace it. 

We have 3,000 people in there eating every day and it is completely 
gone. The other is the enlisted men’s club. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman. 

Do you not plan to disperse some of the operations at Newport? 

Admiral Armes. There is under study various measures to disperse 
our fleet a little bit more than it currently i is, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. It is not economical and it is not good for the morale to 
have so many destroyers operating out there, is it? Then it is not 
in keeping with the new idea of the North Atlantic convoy, is it? 

Admiral Atgs. It is mainly for dispersal, and not to have so many 
of our eggs in one basket, so as Mr. Bates said. 

Mr. Kirpay. The committee is going to have to adjourn. We can- 
not meet. tomorrow, but we will meet on Thursday. At what time? 

Mr. Keviener. Nine o’clock, sir. 

Mr. Kinpay. Nine o’clock Thursday morning. 

Thank you, gentlemen. We stand adjourned until 9 o’clock Thurs- 
day morning. 

(Ww hereupon, at 11:45 a. m., the committee adjourned, to reconvene 
at 9 a. m., Thursday, May 29, 1958.) 





House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
CoMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, 
Washington, D. C., Thursday, May 29, 1958. 


The committee met at 9: 20a. m., Hon. Paul J. Kilday presiding. 

Mr. Kitpay. We have before us H. R. 12364. We are in the Navy 
title of the bill—the line items beginning on page 16. 

Admiral Ailes, will you proceed ? 

Admiral Ares. Mr. C hairman, the first of the 11 classes of facilities 
in the Navy’s fiscal year 1959 program for authorization of military 
construction is shipyard facilities. I have Admiral Honsinger here, 
who has a statement. 

Mr. Kitpay. You may proceed. 

Admiral Honstneer. The Bureau of Ships’ fiscal year 1959 military 
construction program has been held to the most austere limits and in- 
cludes only 6 items: 4 supporting the special requirements of modern 
vessels and 2 for the protection of government property. 

Our first basic objective is to pr ovide facilities made mandatory by 
the newer, deeper draft, and improved types of combatant ships Join- 
ing the fleet. It is desired to base and service large, angled-deck car- 
riers in the San Francisco Bay area for training and strategic purposes. 
Therefore, dredging at Naval Shipyard, San Francisco, is mandatory. 
Three modern deep- draft submarines are now in operation with 19 
others being built or are authorized. Our submarine base, New Lon- 
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don, Conn., must have berthing piers wide enough, strong enough, and 
with sufficient depth of water to base and service these submarines. 

It is also necessary at this time to modernize our communication 
facilities at the submarine base to permit prompt and effective com- 
munication by the force commander with the Atlantic Fleet sub- 
marines. Safe storage and handling facilities at the submarine base, 
Pearl Harbor, are needed for the storage of Navol, a new and improved 
torpedo fuel, requiring special safety precautions. The following 
items fulfill our first objective : 


Naval Shipyard, San Francisco—Dredge carrier berths______------_- $766, 000 
Submarine Base, New London: 
a Dt al hd an ba i aemnshigein arian mcbride whereas 1, 970, 000 
Modernize communication facilities__._.c-.______.__._...----_-__---- 277, 000 
Submarine Base, Pearl Harbor—Navol storage building___________~~_- 159, 000 
a ee ee iia babe emned 8, 172, 000 


Our second basic objective is to protect our key installations at the 
Long Beach Naval Shipyard and at Cape May, N. J., from the effects 
of subsistence and beach erosion, respectively, and retain full use of 
their facilities. ‘The minimal subsidence remedial measures proposed 
at long Beach for fiscal year 1959 have been confined to dikes on those 
waterfront areas which will have less than 2 feet of freeboard at 
high water in January 1950 and are estimated to cost $500,000. 

The beach in front of our key oceanographic research station at Cape 
May, N. J., has been eroding away at the rate of 30 feet a year and 
requires temporary protection until a station in a more protected 
location can be put in operation. This project is estimated at $141,000. 

The total cost of the program is $3,813,000, of which $159,000 is at 
an overseas location. 

Admiral Arxs. In this class there are 4 projects for continental 
activities for $3,654,000 and 1 at an overseas activity for $159,000, 
or a total estimated cost of $3,813,000. These facilities are required 
for protection of existing installations; and to support operations 
of our submarines and large, modern aircraft carriers. 

The first project in section 201 of the bill is to provide facilities to 
control the heath erosion at the Naval Facility, Cape May, N. J., at 
an estimated cost of $141,000. This small station was established about 
3 years ago for oceanographic research work. The safety of the sta- 
tion personnel, buildings, and valuable electronic equipment, and 
continuation of the important function of the station are jeopardized 
by the progressive beach erosion. 

During the past year the beach in front of the Navy property 
receded 30 feet. The maximum rate of recession is occurring about 
1 mile east of the Navy property. It is estimated that by July 1958 
the maximum rate of erosion will have reached the Navy property 
and may be in the order of 60 feet a year. The present width of 
beach in front of the terminal building is about 150 feet. The sea has 
washed through the natural sand barriers parallel to the beach and has 
flooded low areas of the station. 

To alleviate this condition, we proposed to build on the beach front- 
age of the station a dike about 1,000 feet long composed of an earth 
core and heavy rock cover. The Navy understands that the system of 
groins planned by the State and the Army Corps of Engineers would 
provide permanent protection of the Cape May area beaches. 


~ 


— 


onan 





7319 


Mr. Bares. Do you expect that this will be able to do the job, 
Admiral ? 

Admiral Honstnerr. Yes, sir, I do. 

Mr. Bates. This won’t be a long, strung-out one like Long Beach? 

Admiral Ares. This will protect our property. 

Mr. Kitpay. Without objection, the item 1s approved. 

I understand the chairman has agreed that California projects 
will not be brought up at this time, so we will skip California projects 
in the bill. 

Admiral Artes. The third project, gentlemen, is at the Naval Sub- 
marine Base, New London, Conn., and consists of two line items in the 
total amount of $2,247,000 in support of submarine and antisub- 
marine warfare. The mission of the base is to maintain and operate 
facilities to support training and experimental operations of Atlantic 
Fleet Submarine Forces. Its major tasks are to provide logistic 
support for two operational submarine squadrons; Headquarters, 
Commander Submarine Force, United States Atlantic Fleet; Subma- 
rine Development Group 2; certain reserve fleet and operational devel- 
opment force vessels; training personnel for duty in the submarine 
forces ; and communications for limited fleet support. 

The first line item is for modernization of communications facilities 
in the amount of $277,000. This will provide for replacement of 
obsolescent electronic equipment and the receiving antenna system 
and consolidation of all receiving and transmitting facilities from 
three widely separated buildings into a single buiding. This will re- 
duce delays aad chances of error that now prevail because it cuts han- 
dling from a total of 4 times in 3 locations to 2 times in 2 locations. 
It will permit effective communication and economical control by the 
Commander, Submarine Force, United States Atlantic Fleet for sub- 
marine operations in the Atlantic, Eastern Atlantic and Mediter- 
ranean areas. 

The other line item for this base is for replacement of piers 12 and 13 
at an estimated cost of $1,970,000. These are timber piers built in 
1941 and have 20 feet depth of water alongside. They have been struc- 
turally weakened over the years by seed usage and limnoria action. 
Dredging to the depth needed for the new, deeper draft submarines 
would complete their instability. Their replacement by concrete piers 
having 30 feet depth of water alongside is required to accommodate 
the nuclear-powered submarines which are joining the fleet in increas- 
ing numbers. These piers would be equipped with the utilities neces- 
sary for servicing the new submarines. 

The fourth and final project for continental shipyard facilities 
included in section 201 of the authorization bill, is at the Naval Ship- 
yard, San Francisco, Calif., for dredging at the carrier berths at an 
estimated cost of $766,000. It is required in support of the Navy’s 
striking power. The mission of this shipyard is similar to that for 
the Long Beach Naval Shipyard which I outlined previously. The 
yard will be required to support the large, deep-draft modern aircraft 
carriers which will be deployed in the Pacific for the first time this 
year. The Navy has designated San Francisco as the west coast 
operational port for the Ranger, a Forrestall class carrier, commencing 
this calendar year. 

The Midway and Forrestal class carriers require water depth at this 
yard of approximately 41 feet. Ships of these classes can now enter 
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drydock No. 4 for routine overhaul only during periods of high tide. 
They cannot enter the drydock at low tide nor “tie up at the adjacent 
berths for servicing because of the shallowness of the harbor which 
averages 28 to 29 feet deep at mean lower low water. 

The proposed project provides for dredging of approximately 4". : 
000 cubic yards of mud and silt from the area around berths 8, 9, 10, 
and 11 and the entrance to drydock No. 4 to a depth of 41 feet. This 
will not only increase the support capability of the drydock, but 
will also make available needed berthing space for the large carriers. 

Later in the bill is a Capehart project of 500 units for this submarine 
base. 

Mr. Kitpay. Any questions on this item ? 

Mr. Ketiener. You are leasing some berthing facilities up there, 
too; aren’t you ? 

Admiral Armrs. We are, from the State. What is known as State 
pier below the bridge, there, we are having to lease because our sub- 
marines cannot get up to the base because of the depth of the water. 
Also if they got up there the piers are not substantial enough to 
support them. 

Mr. Ketiener. With these new piers, will you cancel out that lease? 

Admiral Arxs. I will have to check that, but with these two piers 
we might be able to. We are building 1 this year and these 2 next 
year and we may be able to get away from that lease. I will have 
to check that, however. 

Mr. Becker. I thought you asked and the Admiral said he didn’t 
know. In the first part he said he didn’t know and then at the end 
here he said “yes.” Now, which is it?’ Maybe I misunderstood. 

Admiral Atzes. I will have to verify that for the record, sir, but 
my understanding is that the pier we are building this year and 


these 2 next year, when all these 3 are built we may be able to cancel 


that lease. 

The leased “State pier” will be needed for the foreseeable future 
even after the three new replacement piers at the base beccome oper- 
ational. 

Mr. Kizpay. Any other questions on this item ? 

Mr. Bares. Will you tell us about Portsmouth? Are you going to 
build some cranes in up there and as I understand expand the docks 
and other facilities? I see nothing here for it. 

Admiral Artzs. With the speeding up of the program we are hav- 
ing to study those facilities and I believe the 1960 program is going to 
include some of that. 

Admiral Honsrncer. That is right, sir. We expect to ask for that 
another year and that will be in time—we are proceeding with some 
work up there now in connection with the building ways, themselves. 

Mr. Bares. For the 1960 program you will have ‘these various other 
items included. 

Admiral Honstneer. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bates. And will that be soon enough to meet the schedule ’ 

Admiral Honstncoer. Yes, sir; it will. 

Mr. Bares. You had not anticipated putting it in this bill ? 

Admiral Honstncer. That is correct. 

Mr. Bares. Now let me as you a question about the vee Ship- 
yard. A year or so ago we were advised we would have facilities up 
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there to serve large carriers. I understand that has been canceled 
and I would like to know why. 

Admiral Honstnerr. The reason why, sir, is that it was planned to 
enlarge the dock. The cost of enlarging that whole dock was so much 
greater than had originally been inten ded and in review ing the other 
docks on the east. coast and the number of times this dock would prob- 
ably be used, it was ¢ onsidered best to cancel that project. That dock, 
as you know is the longest dock in this hemisphere, but it likewise is 
quite narrow. 

Mr. Bates. How about the other ones, they are not as long. Are 
they long enough or will you have to lengthen those in these other 
places ? 

Admiral Honstncer. The docks that were built during the war are 
long enough, sir, for the Forrestal class. 

Mr. Bates. As you know, for a long time we have been trying to get 
facilities there to take care of the large aircraft carriers. We get one 
excuse after another. Then we are advised it will be done and now we 
find it is being canceled. It is a little difficult to follow that. The 
people up there don’t understand it. 

Now, do I understand you have no plans whatsoever as far as 
present thinking is concerned to change these docks to accommodate 
these large carriers ? 

Admiral Honstnerr. That is right; yes, sir. 

Mr. Bates. What do you intend to do in lieu thereof ? 

Admiral Honstncer. We can dock every ship but the very large 
carriers and the tremendous cost of enlarging that dock is just out of 
proportion to the number of carriers we have, compared with the 
other docks that are located elsewhere on the Atlantic coast. 

Mr. Bares. Wasn’t that evaluated when your plans were made? 

_Admiral Honstnecer. It was, but the cost ‘of rev ramping the dock, 

, ls greater than originally planned. 

‘hie Bares. Did we advise the people up there that such would 
come to pass? Were all the figures gone into it before the Congress 
was advised ? 

Admiral Honstngqer. Estimates were made, yes, sir, but as you get 
into things deeper, estimates become better and unfortunately in this 

case the price went considerably higher than was originally intended. 

Mr. Bares. You eliminated a pier up there, too, ‘that we had in- 
tended to construct ? 

Admiral Honstncer. No, sir. 

Mr. araats It puts us in a rather embarrassing position, Admiral, 
when we are advised by the Department that such and such will come 
to pass. Then we find the plans were changed. Only yesterday I 
picked up my local newspaper and found out the U. 8. S. Salem is 
going to be put in mothballs. Here I am a member of the committee 
and I wasn’t even notified that a ship named after my own hometown 
was going to be put in mothballs. 

Admiral Honstncer. Going back to the pier to which you have 
reference, I believe you are talking to the pier that goes right next to 
the marine railway up there and when it was noticed how close it was, 
it was realized that that was an inadvertent place to replace the pier 
that originally had been put there so it was sent back for restudy. I 
believe that is the pier you are speaking of. 

Mr. Bares. Are you going to build a pier there on another site? 
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Admiral Honstncer. That particular one, yes, sir. We are going 
to build the pier but we are going to build it so it and the railway 
will each have maximum utility. They don’t have in the position that 
was planned, if that is the pier we are talking about. 

Mr. Bares. Well, I just hope that some day we are going to get 
some of these things that are promised to us. 

Mr. Kupay. Is there anything further on the submarine base at 
New London, Conn. ? 

Without objection, the item is approved. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman, right at that point I have an amend- 
ment which I have discussed with the chairman, which Mr. Kelleher 
has prepared for me and at this point I want to insert it. I won’t 
necessarily ask that a vote be taken on it. 

Mr. Kizpay. Will you read the amendment, Mr. Kelleher? 

Mr. Ketzener. Following line 21, on page 16, insert a new item as 
follows: 


Naval Shipyard, Charleston, S. C., operational facilities, $10 million. 


Mr. Rivers. Now, Mr. Chairman, this item is for the construction of 
a new drydock at Charleston. In view of the thinking of the Navy 
for the dispersal of the destroyers from Newport, with the construc- 
tion of a Polaris submarine base, the brand new mine fleet facility 
which is just being completed by Yards and Docks, the overall im- 
portance of the yard, plus the long-range planning of the Navy—it is 
high time we should consider this. 

I want to ask Admiral Ailes, in view of the development, par- 
ticularly yesterday, which we are going to have to insert in the con- 
struction of the Polaris base, would the addition of a drydock at 
Charleston assist in the overall fitness of the operation of that base 
for the future? 

Admiral Artes. It would be, sir. The matter of the base that we 
find to be necessary as a result of the action of the Appropriation 
Committee yesterday will be discussed in our classified section, sir. In 
section 202 of the bill, sir. Our dispersal plan is not sufficiently 
advanced—rather, it has not been implemented as yet. 

Mr. Rivers. The reason I want to get it considered now, Admiral, 
is that it will take maybe 2 years to construct. 

Mr. Kizpay. Did I understand Admiral Ailes say that he would 
prefer to discuss the whole thing ? 

Admiral Artes. The drydock as such would not be in the classified 
part, Mr. Chairman, but the other aspect which the Congressman 
from South Carolina mentioned will be covered in the classified sec- 
tion. I think it might be well to wait until we get there. 

Mr. Kitpay. The amendment has been offered and we will permit 
it to pend until such time as we reach the classified section. 

Mr. Bares. May I ask just one more question about this pier? Has 
that been authorized ? 

Admiral Arms. No, sir. 

Admiral Honstnegr. The pier in Boston, sir ? 

Mr. Bates. Yes. 

Admiral Honstncer. I don’t think that it has been. 

Admiral Ares. Do you mean the one in Boston, sir? 

Mr. Bares. Yes. 
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Admiral Honstncer. There are a good many piers up there, Mr. 
Bates. I was up there on duty some years ago and most of the piers 
are wood and we have been replacing several of them. This pier I am 
speaking of is another wooden, narrow pier, and our plan is to replace 
hem gradually so there are enough piers left for useful work in the 
yard without tearing down too many at one time. This is a 1962 
project. 

Mr. Bates. Then it will be built around 1964 or 1965. 

Admiral Attzs. To be started in 1962. 

Mr. Bates. That is the authorization in 1960? 

Admiral Atxs. 1962. We get authorization and funds each year. 
As you will recall last year in our committee session, the chairman, 
and we gathered it was the feeling of the entire committee, indicated 
that we shouldn’t pile up this authorization ahead of time. We should 
get the authorization the year we want to start building and that is 
what we are doing now. 

Mr. Bares. I thought you had already determined that you want 
to have their pier but it is only a question of where you are going to 
locate it. 

Admiral Honstncer. Sir, we have wanted these piers for a good 
many years and we have been planning on their replacement gradu- 
ally one at atime. The location of it, which I was speaking to, was a 
matter of it interfering with the use of the railway and vice versa. 

Mr. Bares. You are going to build the pier ¢ 

Admiral Honstncer. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bares. And it is not authorized now ? 

Admiral Honsrncer. That is right. 

Mr. Bartrs. And you do not believe we should authorize it at this 
time ? 

Admiral Honstncer. No, sir, I donot. 

Mr. Bares. You feel we should wait until fiscal year 1960 ? 

Admiral Atres. 1962. 

Admiral Honsrnecer. I think we should wait another year. It is 
a part of a plan of replacing pier after pier after pier in gradual 
succession. 

Mr. Bares. I suppose when that period comes about we will put it 
off until 1968. 

Mr. Kizpay. We will proceed at line 22. 

Admiral Artes. That completes the shipyard facilities in that sec- 
tion of the bill, sir. 

The next item is Fleet Base facilities. Lieutenant Commander 
Morris from the Office of Chief of Naval Operations, which sponsors 
these projects, has a statement. 

Commander Morris. Public works construction program, fiscal year 
1959 (fleet facilities) . 

Fleet Facilities are sponsored by the Deputy Chief of Naval Oper- 
ations (Logistics). These facilities are located at naval activities 
not under the management control of a technical bureau or office. 

In the fiscal 1959 program, authorizations are being requested for 
three urgent items at an estimated cost of $4.8 million. 

These items are being sponsored to provide for the following: 

(a) Correction of certain deficiencies in fleet support of an urgent 
nature. 
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(6) Minimum increments in the orderly replacement of substand- 
ard deteriorated temporary facilities. 

The first item of military improvement necessary to meet current 
operational requirements costing $2.5 million at Norfolk Naval Base 
will provide sorely needed dredging in the water approach to the 
naval base. Justification for this item originates with the require- 
ment to correct a deficiency in the capacity of a shore activity to dis- 
charge its planned current mission and workload. 

_ The second item is a military improvement to promote human effi- 
ciency, habitability and morale, costing $1.0 million. This line item 
will provide adequate messing facilities for enlisted personnel at the 
Naval Station, Newport. : 

The third item is also a military improvement to promote human 
efficiency, habitability and morale, costing $0.7 million. This line 
item will provide an enlisted men’s service club at the Naval Station, 
Newport, R. I. 

Admiral Ams. Class 2 of the program, for fleet base facilities, 
includes two projects at a total estimated cost of $4,255,000. These 
facilities are needed at two east coast stations in support of uniformed 
personnel and the fleet. 

The first of these two projects is at the Naval Station, Newport, 
R. I., which provides in-port services for the operating forces. It 
consists of two line items at an estimated cost of $1,709,000. 
will provide adequate messing facilities for enlisted personnel at the 

The first line item is for provision of a messhall at a cost of $1,048,- 
000. This will be a reinforced concrete and steel, single story, T-shaped 
building. The galley will be designed for feeding 2,000 men. The 
cafeteria, with a nominal capacity of 2,000, will have a seating ca- 
pacity of 600. It will replace the present deteriorated wood structure 
which was built in World War II as a temporary facility. The ex- 
isting messhall is deplorably unsanitary. At times during the sum- 
mer months it has peak demands to serve as many as 4,300 men, which 
requires extension of the serving time by an hour or more. 

The second line item is for construction of an enlisted men’s service 
club at an estimated cost of $661,000. Newport, being the principal 
home port of Atlantic Fleet destroyers, always has a number of ships 
tied up at the piers or in the harbor for routine maintenance or replen- 
ishment of supplies. During these periods an average of about 8,000 
of the fleet enlisted personnel are granted liberty. At the same time, 
approximately 2,000 shore-based enlisted personnel are also on liberty. 
The local civilian community has limited recreation and amusement 
facilities. Providence, the nearest large city, is 30 miles distant by 
road with limited access by public transportation. The existing en- 
listed men’s club has a floor area of 14,000 square feet. It is a wood 
frame structure with tar paper roofing and is in poor structural con- 
dition. The proposed club would be concrete block construction, cen- 
trally located for ready accessibility by both fleet and shore-based 
personnel and sufficiently large—approximately 27,000 square feet 
of floor area—to accommodate the requirements in consonance with 
Department of Defense criteria for the number of personnel involved. 

Mr. Kitpay. Any questions on this item ? 

Mr. Ketitener. Only one. Mr. Vinson asked that wherever an 
item has been approved last year, but not funded, that it be made a 
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matter of note and in this case “pier utilities” in the amount of $1,716,- 
000 were approved last year but were not funded. 

Would you explain why, Admiral ? 

Admiral Ares. It was necessary for us to come back for increased 
authorization because the authority that we had available was not 
sufficient to provide the facilities we needed. 

Mr. Keviener. Is that in the bill? 

Admiral Arges. It is in the amendments. 

Mr. Ke.tiener. Will you insert the cost of that at this point when 
you do find it ? 

Admiral Aires. Yes, sir. 

The proposed amendment would increase authorization granted by 
Public Law 968, 84th Congress, for “pier and bulkhead, barracks and 
heating plant expansion and recreational facilities,” from $11,672,000 
to $14,601,000, an increase of $2,929,000. 

Mr. Harpy. In line with the question Mr. Kelleher just raised, I 
think there is a similar question affecting shipyard facilities with 
respect to prior authorization for utilities at Norfolk Naval Shipyard 
which never had been funded. 

Mr. Kitpay. Well, we will take that up when we reach that item. 
We will approve the item and proceed with the Norfolk item. 

Admiral Arnes. The amended authorization requested for the proj- 
ects at Newport is to increase that authorization from $11,672,000, 
to $14,601,000, an increase of $2,929,000. 

Mr. Ketiener. Which must include many items in addition to the 
facilities. 

Admiral Ames. Yes. 

Mr. Harpy. That is the amended authorization for Newport ! 

Admiral Atgs. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Is the reason for your expanding your expenditure at 
Norfolk because you got more money from the appropriations? 

Mr. Kizpay. This is on Newport. That will be approved. Go 
ahead with Norfolk. 

Admiral Attes. The second and last project in this class is at the 
Naval Base, Norfolk, Va., for dredging an area in the Elizabeth 
River approaches to the naval base piers at an estimated cost of 
$2,546,000. It is required for support of the Navy’s striking force. 
This base provides facilities and services in support of units of the 
Atlantic Fleet, including logistics, refresher training, and recrea- 
tion. For the past several years construction has been underway for 
the extension of the base at Sewall Point by dredging and filling an 
area of approximately 102 acres. Included in this work has been the 
construction of a breakwater and a pier mainly for capital ships and 
particularly our modern, angled-deck carriers. The 750-foot-wide 
Elizabeth River Channel provides the sealane for ships entering and 
departing the naval base piers, destroyer and submarine piers, the 
naval shipyard, and the commercial piers. The channel lies 1,000 feet 
from the ends of the naval base piers. 

This poses two major seckens in docking and undocking large 
ships at these piers. First, maneuvering room of 1,750 feet is not 
sufficient to perform these operations safely with a ship 1,000 feet 
long. Ships approaching the new piers at the north end are set to 
the west toward shoal water during flood tides, with attendant danger 
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of grounding. Second, when docking or undocking a carrier from 
any of the naval base piers the channel is blocked to all traffic. The 
time losses and danger of collision in peacetime is costly, but in the 
event of the need for an emer gency sortie from the port of Norfolk 
the effect would be catastrophic, resulting in the loss of a substantial 
part of our naval forces. To solve the problem of providing a chan- 
nel which will permit the passage of traffic at all times, and to provide 
maneuvering room for large ships, we propose to widen the channel 
opposite some of the piers 1,000 feet to the west by removing 1,673,000 
cubic feet of sand and mud from this area to a depth of 40 feet. 

Mr. Harpy. Admiral, as a matter of fact this is just another in- 
crement of the dredging projects that have been going on for the last 
2 or 3 years. You had to go in there and move some land in order to 
have space for these big ships. 

Admiral Attzs. That is correct. 

Mr. Harpy. It is related also there to the rivers and harbors project. 
which includes a widening of the channel from over in the Newport 
News direction up toward the base. 

Admiral Ares. I am not familiar with that. I think the Army 
engineers have responsibility on that. I know they are doing it, 
though, yes, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. It is done to dovetail with this dredging program that 
you have here. 

Admiral Arnes. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Could I inquire in a case of that character where the 
Army engineers, among other things, dredge the channel or widen the 
channel to accommodate deep-draught ships of the Navy, is the sup- 
porting of this project left with the commandant of the district ? 

Admiral Ams. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kuay. Are there any questions? If not, the project is 
approved. 

Mr. Harpy. Now, Mr. Chairman, may I make an inquiry having to 
do with a prior authorization with respect to shipyard facilities. I 
didn’t catch it here a while ago because there isn’t any shipyards 
facilities proposition in here for this yard, but if my recollection is 
correct, I believe it was last year that there was an authorization 
for ex anding utilities at the naval shipyard, the Norfolk Naval Ship- 
yard, Saneneketie for the purpose of handling these larger ships and 
the funding of that was deferred, I believe. I wondered wheter 
that was in your present plans or when you did expect to fund it. 

Admiral A1tes. May I insert in the record the history of that project, 
sir? 

Mr. Harpy. I wish you would, Admiral. I have had some dis- 
cussion with the Bureau of Ships about that thing. Frankly, you 
came in here and justified it on a very high priority of the urgency. 
The committee approved it and it was approved by the Congress and 
then after you got the authority for it you didn’t ask for any money. 

Admiral Aires. Between the time we got authority last year, Mr. 
Hardy, and when we got our appropriation, our program was cut 
one-third. 

Mr. Harpy. I understand that. I didn’t complain too much about 
it being put off, but it was a really urgent project when you came 
before the committee for it. 
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Admiral A1nrs. It still is quite an urgent project. 

Admiral Prxrier. Could it be the utility project at the Public 
Works Center you are talking about ? 

Mr. Harpy. The shipyard. 

Admiral Prurier. Yes. 

(The information requested is a follows :) 

The proposed military construction program, Navy, as presented to the 
Congress contained an item in the amount of $2,998,000 for expansion of utilities 
(ist increment) at the Norfolk Naval Shipyard. 

This utility item was approved by the Armed Services Committee for the 
House, but was stricken from the bill by the Senate committee. Deletion in the 
Senate was sustained by the conference committee and enacted legislation for 
fiscal year 1958 did not provide any authorization for incremental expansion of 
NSY Norfolk utility system. 

Mr. Rivers. At Newport, R. I., do you have any housing you are 
going to ask for? 

Admiral Armes. We are trying to get lined up a project for housing 
up there, for land. Our problem is getting land. 

Mr. Rivers. We had quite a hearing before our subcommittee on 
that and there has been some different thinking since that on that, 
has there not, in view of the dispersion ? 

Admiral Aires. Yes, sir. It is all land that is giving us a problem. 

Mr. Kizpay. On aviation facilities you have a presentation ? 

Admiral Ars. Yes, sir. I have Captain Sanger here. Since air 
facilities make up over half of the Navy program we thought we 
would give you a summary of what we are doing in the whole Aviation 
Shore Establishment an we will go on from there. 

Captain Sancer. Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, 
we would like to discuss with you this morning the Naval Aviation 
Shore Establishment with a little presentation concerning the 
philosophy and concept of the naval aviation base complex, followed 
by the “what” and the “where” and the “when” of our Aviation 
Shore Establishment. By the “what,” we mean, what are the require- 
ments which generate a need for our facilities. Our requirements are 
based on the operating aircraft program, total Te aircraft, 
guided missiles support, development and training, and home port 
facilities for ships at selected locations. 

By the “where,” we mean where do we intend to meet this require- 
ment. The “when” is the phasing of the requirement. As Admiral 
Gentner remarked in his opening statement during the past year the 
Navy has reduced in aircraft and personnel and we must maintain our 
bases in a phased plan to meet the requirements of the remaining 
operating aircraft in our inventory. 

Mr. Rivers. Will among your presentations be included the Marine 
Corps requirements ? 

Captain Sancer. They are included, Mr. Rivers, yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. As a Navy requirement ? 

Captain Sancer. In naval aviation, yes, sir. In marine aviation, 
they are included in naval aviation requirements. 

For the philosophy and concept, in any area such as the Norfolk 
area, the Quonsett area, San Diego, San Francisco, we have an air 
complex, the hub of this complex is our seaport industrial station. 
At our seaport industrial station we support our patrol seaplanes, our 
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patrol land planes, our ASW, or antisubmarine warfare carrier 
aircraft. 

On our seaport industrial station we have our overhaul and repair 
facilities consisting of jet shops and other types of facilities which 
are needed for overhauling the types and models of aircraft assigned 
to this particular area. 

Last but not of least importance is the carrier loading and off- 
loading facilities at a seaport industrial station, where our air groups 
go just prior to embarking in a carrier for deployment and upon 
return from deployment for disembarkation. 

The air groups are kept at our master jet stations for home porting, 
administrative and supply support. The families live in the area 
of the master jet station. Here we have our class C maintenance shops, 
administrative office space for the squadrons. 

Now, these master jet stations are normally in an area where it 
would be too congested for carrying on their weapons training, field 
carrier landing practice and other types of exercises required pr jor to 
deployment. 

We have a weapons training station. An illustration of this would 
be Roosevelt Roads on the East Coast, E] Centro and Fallon on the 
west coast, for gunnery training. Roosevelt Roads on the east coast 
for guided missile work. You have guided missile work, gunnery 
training, rocketry and loft bomb techniques at the weapons training 
stations. 

In addition, we require outlying fields for the field carrier landing 
practice which is done on the mirror landing system, and also by 
means of the landing signal officer. 

Now, for the where and the when of the Aviation Shore Establish- 
ment. The next 4 series of charts will show in 4 categories, fleet 
support, overseas, special research and development, and training 
stations. 

First, the fleet support stations. On this chart we show you what 
we now have, in black, and in blue is then what was planned or is still 
in our program. 

In the first overlay we show what is either no longer planned, what 
has been closed, or which we must close in the future, starting on the 
east coast, Naval Air Station, Atlantic City, closes in July. 

Naval Air Station, Edenton, now occupied by the Marines, will 
phase out in March 1959. 

Naval Air Station, Elizabeth City, was closed October 1, 1957. 

Marine Corps Air Facility, Camp Davis, which was formerly 
planned in our previous aircraft operating program as a Marine 
Corps helicopter facility, is no longer required under the reduction 
in operating aircraft. 

Marine Corps Air Station, Miami, will phase out in October of this 
year and be changed to a Naval Air Reserve facility. 

Mr. Rivers. The reason for your closing out Miami is that your 
big base at Beaufort is becoming more operational every day and 
you are phasing the men at Beaufort ? 

Captain Sancer. That is correct. 

Mr. Rivers. You made a reserve station in Miami. 

Mr. Durwam. Elizabeth City and Camp Davis, you transfer 
where? You have quite a bit of equipment there. 
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Mr. Rivers. The Marine Corps station at Edenton or the Marine 
Corps element was always planned to phase out and we had planned 
to build a naval air station to develop Edenton to support carrier air 
groups. With a reduction in operating aircraft, we no longer require 
Edenton to support the carrier air groups. We can support them on 
our existing stations. 

Mr. Duruam. Is that primarily for aircraft carrier training ? 

Admiral Ares. Yes, it was planned for that, but right now it is 

used by the Marines and they always planned to phase ¢ out of there. 

Mr. Duruam. I think you have something planned down there 
about submarines, right off the coast. 

Mr. Rivers. You do have the Harvey Point patrol and you have 
the sonar operation down there, too, haven’t you? 

Mr. Kitpay. Go ahead. 

Captain Sancer. On the west coast we have Naval Air Station, 

Lemoore, and auxiliary landing field at San Clemente still in the 
lan. Last year we asked authorization for land at Mojave, to modern- 
ize that station. The Air Force was relinquishing the Air Force base 
at Yuma, Ariz. In order to save $50 million we accepted the use of 
Yuma as soon as the Air Force vacates in the second quarter of fiscal 
year 1959. Once we have established a Marine Corps auxiliary air 
station at Yuma, we will disestablish Marine Corps Auxiliary Station, 
Mojave. 

The seaplane facility at San Diego was planned when we had 7 
Seamaster squadrons planned. With the reduction in Seamaster 
squadrons to just about half of that figure, Seaplane Facility, South 

San Diego Bay, is no longer in our plan. It has been dropped out and 
Harvey ‘Point will be the only station which will be constructed to 
support the Seamaster. 

Mr. Rivers. Is the Seamaster operational yet ? 

Captain Sancer. Do you mean is it flying? 

Mr. Rivers. Yes. 

Captain Sancer. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Is it operational ? 

Captain Sanger. Not operational. It is flying. 

Mr. Rivers. It is in the X stage but it is flying satisfactorily ? 

Captain Sancer. Yes, sir. ‘Tt is a very fine airplane. Traveling 
overseas we find one station here which we plan to continue con- 
struction at, Marine Corps facility, Futema, on the island of Okinawa 
to support the Marine Air group out at Oppama in Japan. 

When Futema phases in in 1959, we will reduce operations at 
Oppama. NAS Rota in Spain was phased in October 1, 1957. 

Mr. Rivers. The Rota station is one of the finest [ have ever seen. 

Captain Sancer. In our overseas bases we do have certain bases 
constructed by infrastructure funds under NATO. The only thing 
we intend to use is Naples, currently used by the United States element 
at NATO headquarters in Italy, and as an emergency landing field 
for carrier aircraft when the fleet is operating in the central Medi- 
terranean. 

Naval Air Facility Sigonella will support naval aircraft about 
July 1, 1959. In the training command, we have previously planned a 
station which was known as Naval Air Station Base Yoke for intro- 
duction of basic jet training into the basic training command. With 
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the reduction in operating aircraft, we have also reduced corres- 
pondingly our training rate about one-third. This negated the re- 
quirement for Base Yoke and Meridian, formerly planned as an 
advance training command base, was used as a substitute to permit 
us to introduce basic jet training into the basic tr aining command. 

Meridian now, instead of being in the advance training command, is 
in the basic. New Iberia in the advance training command, we have 
been able to reduce the cost of that station by some $12 million by 
reducing the requirements to make it an anaes ‘ine warfare train- 
ing base as opposed to a jet training base. 

Mr. Rivers. What is the primary function at Memphis! 

Captain Sancer. That is in the Technical Training Command—the 
Naval Air Technical Training Command. At that particular base 
right now we do have some advanced training units. 

r. Rivers. Transcontinental flying has nothing to do with it? 

Captain Sancer. No, sir; it is ‘used as a stopover on transconti- 
nental flying but that is not the prime purpose of the station. 

Mr. Bennett. Is Jacksonville, Fla., used for training ? 

Captain Sancer. That is primarily for fleet support. In the Train- 
ing Command the student comes in not an aviator and goes out as an 
aviator. 

Mr. Bennett. I thought in Norman, Okla., there were thousands of 
students who went through the training program. 

Captain Saneer. Yes, sir; but the primary reason for Jackson- 
ville’s existence is a fleet support base. You are quite right we do 
have technical training superimposed on the Jacksonville station, 
that is correct, but it is not a primarily training command station. 
It is a fleet support station. 

Mr. Bennerr. And Norman ? 

Captain Saneer. That is strictly Training Command. 

Mr. Rivers. Jacksonville is so far advanced that the training is 
advanced proficiency. 

Captain Sanecer. It is fleet readiness that you get at Jacksonville; 
fleet readiness. 

Mr. Rivers. It is more than proficiency. 

Captain Sancer. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bennett. The fact that it is not on that list doesn’t mean it 
will not continue to exist ? 

Captain Sancer. No, that station was shown on our previous chart. 
Jacksonville is very strongly in our plan. 

Mr. Kirpay. Go ahead, Captain. 

Captain Sancer. Na ral Air Station, Hutchinson, will close in July 
of this year and Naval Auxiliary Air Station in C abaniss, in the ad- 
vance training command, will close in October, this year. 

Now for our research and development and special stations there 
is very little change, here. Through the good offices of this committee 
and of Senator Stennis’ committee, naval air facility, Towers Field, 
has been authorized at Andrews Air Force Base and we are going 
along as fast as we can to implement that plan to move from Anacostia 
to Andrews. 

Mr. Rivers. I had a little something to do with that in conference 
and so did Mr. Kilday and I was very glad to take the Air Force at 
their word. They walked out of one “of the best bases they had, 
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Andrews, and turned it over to air research and development, so we 
thought it would be a good time to take them at their word and use 
that magnificent installation and we directed—Mr. Kilday will re- 
member in that conference, that the Towers air section of Andrews 
Field be put in. The Air Force shouldn’t have walked out on it to 
start with. 

Captain Sancer. Now that you have seen the what, where, and the 
when of the naval air station Shore Establishment, we would like to 
go into some of the items we have in our modernization program to 
give you an idea of the magnitude of our problem in modernization. 
If we don’t modernize our existing stations, we can’t keep pace with 
the advance in technology of aircraft development. 

The first thing in modernization is personnel and morale facilities 
that require refurbishing. These facilities have suffered unfortu- 
nately, but necessarily, at the expense of operational facilities in past 
programs. 

Guided missile support facilities such as the one at Point Arguello, 
San Nicholas Island, and Roosevelt Road. The extension of the DEW 
line support facilities, both in the Atlantic and the Pacific Ocean, the 
Seamaster seaplane facilities required at Patuxent River, now under 
construction and continuation of development of Harvey Point. 

Runway extensions for jet bases. As Admiral Gentner mentioned 
in his opening statement, about 45 percent of our aircraft accidents 
are due to landing accidents. Runway extensions will help us con- 
siderably in this program of preventing accidents. Turbojet engine 
test facilities. 

Mr. DurHam. Where is that? 

Captain Sanoer. Norfolk and Cecil Field as part of this year’s 
program. 

Pier and dredging at selected locations such as Ford Island and 
eventually North Island at San Diego, Calif. 

Communications and radar facilities. Liquid oxygen transfer 
facilities. 

Our aircraft are now equipped so that they have to have liquid 
oxygen. You need much less volume in your aircraft. In order to get 
the liquid oxygen, it must be stored in high-pressure containers and 
they transfer this to the smaller bottles to take to the aircraft for the 
pilots to use at high-altitude flight. 

Mr. Bennett. It has to do with the health of the pilot as distin- 
guished from running the plane? 

Captain Sanaer. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Duruam. Do you save quite a sum of money in that operation ? 
In the old days we bought it direct and oa it in the planes instead of 
storing it. Do you save a lot of money ¢ 

Captain Sanger. Well, of course, space and weight are at a premium 
in an airplane as you well know, Mr. Durham, and from that stand- 
point, it is certainly well worth it. 

Mr. Duruam. I would imagine you save a lot of money in that type 
of operation. 

Captain Sancer. Yes, sir. 

In conclusion, our program will support the aircraft operating 
program and it must keep pace with it. 
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Guided missiles development and training and home porting of 
ships at selected bases. It will provide us increased fleet readiness and 
improved flight safety. And now that you have seen our program, 
Mr. Chairman, we can only ask for the same careful consideration and 
wholehearted support that we have received from you and your com- 
mittee in previous programs and we feel confident that with this 


mutual effort, that we will maintain our position as the foremost Navy 
in the world. 


Mr. Kipay. Thank you, Captain. You have been very helpful. 

Admiral Artes. Mr. Chairman, the third class in our program is for 
aviation facilities for which we are requesting authorization in the 
total amount of $111,204,000, representing ey eee 40 percent 
of the overall Navy program. Of that amount, $99,842,000 are for 
115 line items at 18 stations in continental United States. The balance 
of $11,862,000 is for 17 line items at 6 overseas stations, including 
9 line items for $1,505,000 at 2 classified locations. 

Captain Reynolds, Assistant Chief of the Bureau of Aeronautics, 
is here, who has a statement. 

Captain Rreynoutps. Mr. Chairman, it is a privilege and a pleasure 
to appear oe you this year to present and to discuss the aviation 
portion of the Navy’s 1959 military construction authorization re- 
quest. The Bureau of Aeronautics portion of the Navy’s authorization 
request totals $111,204,000. Of this total, $99,342,000 is requested for 
the development of av jation facilities within the continental limits of 
the United States, while $11,862,000 is being requested for the develop- 
ment of our air stations and facilities overseas. Prior to proceeding 
with the detail review of our program I would like to touch briefly on 
the highlights. 

Our special purpose section of the bill contains a request of $13,- 
841,000 for facilities to support missile operations on the Pacific mis- 
sile range in the Naval Air Missile Test Center, Point Mugu; Naval 
Missile Base, Point Arguello; Cooke Air Force Base area in California. 

The Secretary of Defense has designated the Navy the executive 
agent for the Pacific missile range. In this capacity we are responsible 
for the instrumentation, safety, and the coordination of the operations 
of all of the three services using this range. This responsibility is 
great. Nevertheless, the Navy accepts this challenge, recognizing the 
grave importance of this assignment in this dynamic age. 

The Pacific missile range will be in operation on a limited scale 
late this calendar year. The first and most vital increment of authori- 
zation for the facilities required by the Navy to fulfill its role as execu- 
tive agent must be authorized this year. 

Last year $3,200,000 was authorized for the provision of aviation 
facilities for John Towers Field at Andrews Air Force Base, Md. 
The balance of facilities required to fulfill the threefold mission of (1) 
flight indoctrination for midshipmen, (2) flight proficiency for Naval 
aviators in the Washington area, and (3) Reserve air training at an 
estimated cost of $18,521,000 are included in this bill. The completion 
of facilities at Andrews Air Force Base and the construction of a run- 
way at Webster Field, Md. will enable the Navy to move its flight 
operations from the Bolling-Anacostia-National Airport complex. 

We are introducing a basic jet trainer into our training command 
late in the calendar year 1959. Our entire request of $19,619,000 for 
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our training command is for the continuation of the development of a 
jet pilot training station at Meridian, Miss., and for the construction 
of an outlying field for the Naval Air Station, Whiting Field, Fla. 

In our program for continental fleet support stations, we are re- 
questing additional authorization for continuation of facilities for 
modernization of programs for new weapons systems. The principal 
requests in this category are for Nava) Air Station, Lemoore, Calif., 
for the support of jet air group training and the Naval Seaplane Fa- 
cility, Harvey Point, N. C., as a seaplane base for the Martin P6M 
Seamaster. The concepts and requirements for these stations were 
presented to this committee in previous years. 

Our Marine air station program provides primarily for the extension 
of a runway at Marine Corps Auxiliary Air Station, Beaufort, S. C. 
and additional parking areas for helicopters to support the Marine 
vertical envelopment training program at New River, N.C., and Santa 
Ana, Calif. 

The principal programs at our overseas stations consist of additional 
items to support our fleet guided-missile training at Naval Station, 
Roosevelt Roads, in the Caribbean and the contimuation of our fa- 
cilities modernization program at Naval Air Station, Agana, Guam. 

These remarks cover the highlights of the majority of developments 
requested in this portion of the bill. 

Admiral Ares. The aviation shore activities are required for 
several basic purposes—for training new naval aviators; for support- 
ing the operating forces, including the Marine Corps, the striking 
power of the Navy; and for important research and development of 
guided missiles and their Say ror 

The continental aviation facilities are for four groups of stations. 
The first of these groups is naval air training stations, which are 
required for training naval aviators and involve two stations for a 
total amount of $19,619,000. 

The first project in this group is at the Naval Auxiliary Air Station, 
Meridian, Miss., for $14,940,000. This is the third increment, Mr. 
Chairman, for the development of this station and includes 15 line 
items. The two previous increments totaled $21,618,000 and provided 
for land acquisition and the basic operating facilities. Originally 
this station was planned as an auxiliary to the Naval Air Station, 
Corpus Christi, Tex., to support advanced flight training in jet air- 
craft. The recent reduction in forces has caused the Navy to reorient 
its planning for this station. It is now planned as an auxiliary to 
the Naval Air Station, Pensacola, Fla., for basic training of naval 
aviators. Since jet aircraft will still be used in this course of train- 
ing, there will be little, if any, modification of the facilities require- 
ments. 

The first four line items are electronic facilities for use in whole or 
in part as aids in aircraft navigation and are complementary. The 
first of these items is for communication facilities at the estimated 
cost of $852,000. This item will provide an air-to-ground and ground- 
to-air radio communication system to permit the station operation 
center to have positive control over takeoffs, landings, and in-flight 
operations of the student and instructor pilots, to contact and advise 
commercial or private aircraft which may inadvertently enter the 
restrictive military training airspace, and to control the movement of 
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the radio equipped fire trucks and internal security vehicles; and to 
permit airborne pilots to communicate orally with the operations 
center. The construction will provide, at two dispersed on-station 
sites, a transmitter and a receiver with a standby generator building 
for each 

The second line item is for a radar air traffic control center for 
$2,437,000. This is similar to a number of other line items that have 
been approved for various stations by this committee in previous 
years. There will be a large number of jet aircraft operating from 
this field as well as a large concentration of other high-speed military 
and commercial air traffic in this general area. 

Because of the large number and fast closing rate of the modern 
aircraft, it is essential that the proposed centralized radar air traffic 
control center be provided at this station for maintaining control of 
the air traffic within a radius of about 150 miles. 

The construction will include a small building about 1,520 square 
feet in size for the medium range search radar; a 680-square-foot 
building for the short range search radar; precision approach radar 
hardstands, 400 square yards in size; and associated utilities plus 
procurement and installment of equipment. 

You may note, gentlemen, that the principal item of cost, $2 million, 
is for procurement and installation of the special electronic equip- 
ment for this facility. 

The third item is to provide navigation aids at an estimated cost of 

$52,000. These electronic devices have a dual purpose. They are 
required i in the flight training operations to familiarize the students 
with instruments and instrument conditions. 

They are also required in order that the great number of high-speed 
aircraft in the crowded airspace in the area may be navigated safely 
and effectively by providing the electronic aids for the aircraft to 
fly into and leave th 1e modern instrument-controlled complexes. 

It provides what is called a fix to give airborne pilots information 
on their approximate location. A small, ultra-high-frequency homer 
building, 400 square feet in area, will be constructed and the necessary 
equipment procured and installed in it on a 1-acre, leased, off- station 
site. The associated utilities will be provided to complete the facility. 

The fourth line item is a tactical air navigation facility, of TACAN, 
at a cost of $177,000. This also is a type of facility explained in 
detail last year which the committee approved for installations at 
11 of our air stations. 

Civilian and military authorities have agreed on the most desirable 
type of air navigation system and TACAN has been selected as the 
type to be used on all military aircraft. 

Nearly all Navy aircraft, except for a few special types, have been 
equipped with TACAN. This system will automatically provide 
the airborne pilot information on his exact location—the distance and 
direction of his plane from the station. The proposed line item will 
provide for a complete semifixed TACAN facility, including a mobile 
trailer containing the electronic equipment, air- -conditioning for the 
equipment and the emergency power unit; a 40- by 80-foot hard- 
stand, service road and control and communication cable intercon- 
necting the TACAN with the operations building. Again the prin- 
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cipal item of cost of this facility, $145,000, will be procurement and 
installation of electronic equipment. 

The next line item needed for this station is a ground school and 
link trainer building at an estimated cost of $501,000. This is a 
typical requirement for a Naval air training station, The ground 
training syllabus will include 269 academic hours plus 19 hours in 
link trainers for a total of 288 hours. 

With an input of 19 students per week, there will be 365 students 
undergoing training, with 183 students being in the building at any 
one time. Each student will receive 15 hours of ground training per 
week for a period of 19 weeks plus a total of 19 hours of link instruc- 
tion. The building will be a two-story, T-shaped, concrete frame and 
masonry structure with 27,000 square feet of floor space. It will 
provide facilities for a ground school of 9 classrooms, a link class- 
room, 15 link trainers, instructors and administrative offices, library, 
conference and drafting room and mock-up room. 

The sixth line item will provide a parachute loft at a cost of 
$118,000. This is needed for the rigging, airing, inspecting, packing, 
and storing of parachutes and the maintenance of survival gear. 
Normally, 3 percent of the total parachutes of the station will be pro- 
cessed each working day and all parachutes will be repacked once 
every 60 calendar days. 

Space is also needed for the storage of the lifejackets and liferafts 
uned in training and for their periodic inspection, cleaning, and 
repair. There is no alternative facility within reasonable commuting 
distance of the station to which this gear could be sent for processing. 

It is essential that this facility be available before the start of the 
basic flight training. The building will provide about 5,184 square 
feet of floor space and will have a drying tower and single story 
gear processing and storage space. It will be of masonry construction 
with steel frame tower and cement-asbestos siding. 

The seventh line item is for a public works shop and office building 
at an estimated cost of $230,000. When the development of this sta- 
tion has been completed it will have a plant value of about $60 million 
plus a planned on-station community of 320 units of Capehart hous- 
ing. To maintain all these various buildings, utilities, pavements, 
and ground improvements, the station’s public works department 
will have a force of 212 personnel. They will require office space 
and space for the various building trades shops, shop stores and tool- 
room. ‘These spaces will be provided in the proposed building which 
will be a single story, masonry structure having 11,452 square feet 
of floor space. 

The eighth line item will provide supply facilities at an estimated 
cost of $805,000. ‘These facilities are basic to the effective operation 
of a station. They consist of three buildings, a paved open storage 
area, necessary utilities and a chain link fence to be erected around 
the storage area for protection against pilferage. 

A warehouse at 103,617 square feet of floor space is needed for 
storage of aircraft parts, for general stores such as office supplies 
and equipment, rope, nails, cement, and similar items. These will 
be generally slow-moving items and the bulk backup stores of the 
faster moving items. A lean-to on the side of the warehouse will pro- 
vide 3,125 square feet of floor area for offices. A smaller warehouse 
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of 5,453 square feet will be constructed for flammable stores such 
as paint and cleaning solvents. A bituminous paved open area of 
3,724 square yards will be provided for storage of lumber, pipe, and 
other items not subject to rapid deterioration by the elements. 

The next line item is a dispensary at the estimated cost of $726,000. 
Since there is no military hospital within reasonable distance of the 
station, a 10-bed dispensary is required for medical and dental care 
of the pocesnans This will include the outpatient and inpatient care 
of the 2,203 planned military personnel, outpatient care for depend- 
ents in number of approximately 1,000; and emergency civilian out- 
patient care. 

The dependents will be required to use local civilian inpatient 
medical facilities. The dispensary will be a single story, masonry 
structure having 18,868 square feet of floor space. It will include 
space for doctors, nurses, administrative spaces, dental and medical 
operating rooms, ward and quiet room, physical examination rooms, 
and medical storage. 

The next four line items, Mr. Chairman, are to provide living and 
messing facilities for the military personnel assigned to operate the 
station. 

The first of these is for 4 standard 252-man barracks buildings and 
a smaller barracks at, an estimated cost of $2,497,000. The planned 
enlisted strength of the station is 1,599. It is estimated that approxi- 
mately 480 enlisted men and their families will occupy Capehart 
housing planned for the station or housing in or around Meridian, 
leaving about 1,119 men to be accommod: ated in barracks. The build- 
ings W ill be 3-story, concrete frame-and-masonry structures, designed 
for reasonably comfortable use in the local climate. 

The next line item for this complex will be a messhall for $511,000. 
This is required for feeding the 1,119 enlisted men who will be living 
in the barracks and the 146 cadets. Since about 15 percent, or 170 
enlisted men, will normally be on duty at mealtimes, a standard 1000- 
man capacity messhall will be constructed with a wing of 2,200 
square feet area to mess the 146 cadets. 

The enlisted men’s messhall will accommodate aes men at one seat- 
ing, so that it will be necessary to have about 314 seatings for each 
meal. Beside the dining room, the messhall wii include a galley, 
serving line, food preparation, and storage rooms, office space and 
washrooms. The cadet dining room will have a seating capacity for 
80 cadets and will include a serving line and small scullery. The 
dining spaces will be air-conditioned. 

The third of these living facilities is for cadet quarters at a cost 
of $500,000. The planned cadet student loading for this station is 
146 but at times the loading will reach peaks of 185 cadets. The 
cadet quarters are being planned to accommodate 150 cadets. The 
‘adets will be berthed 2 to a room with bath and toilet facilities 
provided between adjacent rooms. Suitable recreation and lounge 
areas will be included in the air-conditioned building which will be 
a two-story, concrete frame-and-masonry structure. 

The 13th line item for the station is the bachelor officer’s quarters 
and mess at an estimated cost of $1,969,000. The officer strength is 
planned to be 239 for operation of the station and 219 student officers. 
We estimate that about 80 percent or 191 of the station officers will 
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be married and have family accommodations in the planned on-sta- 
tion Capehart housing project or in the civilian community. The 
remaining 20 percent or 48 officers, plus all the student officers must 
be 5 ovided bachelor living accommodations. 

‘he proposed bachelor officer quarters will be designed to house 
these 314 officers in an air-conditioned, motel-type structure. Some 
of the rooms will be for single and the balance for double occupancy. 
The dining room of the mess will acommodate 260 officers at one 
time. The structure will be concrete frame-and- -masonry construction. 

The next line item, Mr. Chairman, is for a swimming pool for the 
enlisted men at an estimated cost of $169,000. Several important 
purposes will be served by provision of this facility. It is required 
for improving the physical fitness of all the enlisted men and for 
recreation of the men and the families of the married men. 

High temperatures previal in this locality for a large portion of 
the year. In this climate swimming is particularly refreshing and 
highly beneficial to morale. The planned station complement of 
enlisted men is 1,599 of whom, we estimate, approximately 340 will 
be married and have dependents numbering about 800 to 900. To 
serve these people we propose to have constructed a swimming pool 
63 feet by 82 feet with locker space of 3,700 square feet. 

The 15th line item is one which is necessary to make usable all the 
other items for this station that I have already outlined. This item, 
the second increment for the station, is for roads and utilities at an 
estimated cost of $3,396,000. It consists of the main utility systems 
and main road network required for the servicing and functioning 
of the various structures of the station. 

It includes the electrical distribution for light and power, street 
lighting, the central heating plant and heat distribution system; the 
sewerage system and sewage treatment plant; the water supply and 
distribution system; and the main road network. Natural gas is 
the most economical fuel in this area and will be used for heating 
water, buildings, and industrial steam. 

The electrical distribution system will be overhead except where 
such installation would be hazardous to aircraft operations. The 
feeder utility lines and roads are not included in this line item as they 
are included as sub-items of the proposed structures which I pre- 
viously described. 

The second and last project in this first aviation facilities group 
is at the Naval Auxiliary Air Station, Whiting Field, Fla., in the 
amount of $4,679,000. T ‘his station is adjacent to the small town of 
Milton, Fla., and about 33 miles northeast of Pensacola. 

The Navy plans on introducing the T2—J jet trainer into the Basic 
Training Command training syllabus during fiscal year 1960 so that 
prospective jet pilots may gain more thorough indoctrination in jet 
aircraft operation. 

Due to the high performance characteristics of the T2—J and its 
increased airspace requirements, this is the only Pensacola satellite 
outside the severely congested main base area which has runways of 
sufficient length to accommodate the T2-J. There are no existing 
outlying fields available which can accommodate this jet trainer due 
to inadequate strength or length of runways or their close proximity 
to other fields. To accomplish the partial jet training syllabus two 
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outlying fields to this station are needed to complete the required 
number of practice landings. 

This project proposes the development of one of these outlying 
fields, Blackwater D, about 17 miles northeasterly from Whiting 
Field. Items included in this development are two runways 150 
feet by 6,300 feet and taxiway—part of this pavement will be portland 
cement concrete and part asphaltic concrete; 10,500 square yards of 

ortland cement concrete parking area for 12 jet trainers; optical 
anding system at each as of the primary runway, since it is to be 
used for the students’ first field carrier lating practice with the 
mirror approach; a small operations building about 1,600 square feet 
in area to house crash crews and communication equipment and for 
briefing and debriefing students; necessary roads and utilities; and 
acquisition of land. About 214 miles of powerline and county road 
will have to be relocated for this development. 

The land to be acquired consists of about 135 acres in fee, 80 acres 
for flight clearance rights, and 2,389 acres to be obtained from the 
State of Florida on a long-term lease basis at nominal cost. 

The eighth line item for the Naval Air Station, Meridian, Miss., is 
supply facilities at $805,000. The ninth is a dispensary at $726,000. 
The next four items are for living and messing facilities. 

The first of these, 4 standard barracks buildings for $2,497,000, 
a messhall for $511,000, cadets quarters for $500,000, bachelor officers 
quarters, $1,969,000. 

Mr. Harpy. How much is that per man? 

I thought you had it. You don’t have to figure it out. You used 
to figure it on a per man cost, Admiral. Now we have gotten sort of 
lax in this business and we don’t know what you are putting in. 

Admiral Arrxzs. $5,500 per officer, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. That is in the bachelor officers quarters. How much 
space is given them in there? Is that a suite for each man? 

Admiral Ares. No, sir; our standard is that junior officers have 
single rooms with an adjoining bath; the transients, two per room, 
with adjoining baths. 

Mr. Harpy. Is there any variation in the bachelor officers quarters 
facilities according to rank ? 

Admiral Ares. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. For some of the higher rank, you do have two rooms? 

Admiral Atrxs. No, sir; they have a room and a bath, but not two 
rooms; no, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. For a room and a bath, and taking into account the fact 
that some of them are requiring two to a room, it costs $5,000 per 
officer ? 

Admiral Args. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. It sounds a little high for me. 

Admiral Arxs. That is for the bachelor officers quarters and mess. 

Mr. Brecker. Were you averaging out the cost of $5,500 for the 
quarters and the amount of space required in the mess? All figures in 
one cost ? 

Admiral Arrxs. The mess is at $1,550 and the living space is $5,500 
per man. 

Mr. Harpy. The $5,500 does not include the mess? 

Admiral Arzs. No, sir. 
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Mr. Becker. $13.50 per man ? 

Admiral Artes. Per square foot of the mess. 

Mr. Becker. $13.60 per square foot on the mess but the $5,500 in- 
cludes the quarters and tive loanaing area, per man? 

Admiral Ares. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Becker. Isn’t that an odd way of figuring it ? 

Admiral A1xs. No, sir, the limitation we have is on the space—I 
mean so much per officer in the total of their quarters. 

Admiral Pextier. The average DOD cost for BOQ’s is $15.25 per 
square foot and this is going out at $15.10 per square foot. It is just 
a little bit under the average of the Department of Defense. 

Admiral Arzs. The limitation is $7,500 and we are providing for 
$5,500. 

Mr. Harpy. I was trying to get some comparison of the present 
with what it had been in the past, that was all. I wanted to see how 
much it had gone up, on a per-man basis. 

Admiral Arzzs. I believe it is well below the average of what we 
have been running, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. I know it is bound to be going up some on the basis 
of the square foot cost but I was thinking more in terms of the change 
in the facility—whether or not that had made very much difference 
in the per man cost. 

Admiral Arzs. It is bound to make some, sir; yes, sir. 

Mr. Becker. Mr. Hardy, I think he said these were below the cost; 
didn’t you ? 

Admiral A1xes. It is well below the limitation we have on this sort 
of facility. 

Mr. Becker. I mean previous costs. 

Admiral Artes. Not recent costs; no, sir. 

Mr. Becker. It is higher? 

Admiral Artes. Some of the recent costs have been higher than 
this. 

Mr. Becker. Then this is lower than recent costs ? 

Admiral Arxes. Yes, sir. 

Admiral Prutrer. One of the factors is that this is in an area where 
the cost is a little cheaper. It has a 9/10 construction factor. 

Admiral Arxs. The next line item is the swimming pool for enlisted 
men at an estimated cost of $169,000. 

Mr. Harpy. Admiral, is this the same line item we used to have 
listed as a training tank ¢ 

Admiral Artxs. No, sir; this is for recreation, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. You will recall just a year or two ago we had training 
tanks in all these installations. Some of us sort of got the idea that 
that was just another name for swimming pool. 

Admiral Arms. I think they do the same thing in it. 

Mr. Rivers. I can tell you one thing, Mr. Chairman, it is one of the 
finest morale things you can have on an installation. 

Admiral Atzxs. It is particularly important for aviators to learn 
how toswim. 

Mr. Harpy. I wondered if we were getting a little less reserved now 
and calling it by its right name. 

Admiral Autres. I understand the training tanks are quite a bit 
larger than this. The 15th line item is for roads and utilities at an 
estimated cost of $3,396,000. That completes the items. 
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Mr. Kirpay. Are there any questions on this? 
Mr. Keiiener. Yes. 

Admiral, how much has been authorized for Meridian previously ? 

Admiral Artes. $21,618,000. 

Mr. Ketirner. $13 million plus last year and $8 million the year 
before ? 

Admiral Artes. That is correct. 

Mr. Keiiener. Now, this was originally going to be an advanced 
training station, wasn’t it ? 

Admiral Atrrs. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Keitiener. And now it is going to be a basic training station? 

Admiral Atnes. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Ketiener. Did you build anything or incur any costs because 
of your original plan which have been wasted because of a change in 
mission ¢ 

Admiral Prurter. No, we have not. We have reduced the length 
of one runway but our grading hasn’t cost us any more money. It 
did cost a little additional in rev iewing plans and specifications to 
make sure we were not overbuilding in this particular case, but resulted 
in overall economy. 

Mr. Keviener. Isn't $14 million a rather large amount for a sta- 
tion in this category? How much of your $21 million have you obli- 
gated so far, Admiral ? 

Admiral Perrier. It is changing every day. We are taking bids 
on the bulk of this, in June. On June 10 we bid an item for about 
$6 million. I would say that the end of the fiscal year, we will have, 
of the $21 million, around 15 plus obligated. 

Mr. Keiiener. By the end of this fiscal year ? 

Admiral Perrier. Yes. There are only two items which have 
slipped, the operations building and the hangar which are now under 
design. We have changed the criteria and are getting cheaper 
buildings. 

Mr. Keiiener. Do you plan to put all this $14 million under con- 
tract during the coming fiscal year ¢ 

Admiral Peurier. Ye es, sir. 

Mr. Ketiener. You do anticipate that ? 

Admiral Pexttrer. We will because our plans are well along on this 
and our criteria is firm. We have nothing to stop us and we hope 
to have it all under contract by probably the third quarter. 

Mr. Kevienuer. One additional matter, Mr. Chairman, and nm 
bringing up two items included last year and not funded, one for 
hangar in the amount of $4,109,000, fer an operations building i 
$638,000. 

That is $4,747,000 that was not funded. Would youexplain why ? 

Admiral Arxs. That is because of a change in criteria and a re- 
study of both those facilities. 

Those studies have actually resulted in considerable reduction in 
the operations building so that they are expected to go to contract 
shortly after the fiscal year in reduced scope. They are in the fund- 
ing program for this year, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. In view of the designated change of the mission of this 
station, what will be the estimated cost of the new station as against 
the estimated cost of the old station ? 

Originally what was the cost, Admiral ? 
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Admiral Peurrer. Around $61 million, Iam quoting from memory. 
Our present program as we have it outlined now is around 55. 

Admiral Atxes. It may be more than that. 

Mr. Winsteap. You have considerable increased cost everywhere in 
construction of everything you do since you originally planned this 
also, have you not! I say the cost of construction has gone up 
considerably. 

Admiral Petrtmr. That is certainly true, but we have taken some 
of that into account when we do the overall long-range planning be- 
cause those are rough estimates. We do add an esc: alation factor. 

Mr. Rivers. You leave a cushion of about 5 percent, don’t you? 

Admiral Pevrier. Roughly, yes, on contingencies. 

Mr. Broxer. We are guessing at comparative figures. We got the 
figure down to $15.10 per square foot for lounging quarters, on those 
BC )’s. 

Do you ever get to find out in the areas, not military or naval con- 
struction, but what the square-foot cost is in other construction in the 
same area, compared with what we are paying, here‘ In other words, 
a base of comparison of what the costs are in private construction as 
against this military construction ¢ 

Admiral Petter. It is roughly the same. Take, for instance, con- 
crete. If the Mississippi Highway Department is constructing a 
pavement here, we will be using the same source of material. It is 
a competitive bid proposition so the cost will be roughly the same. 

Mr. Becker. You have checked those things ? 

Admiral Pettrtier. It is a little hard to check on a BOQ, for instance. 
In Meridian, there are no BOQ’s built. There are probably no hotels 
being built. 

Mr. Brecker. The concrete costs you could compare. It would be 
very easy to compare that. Your steel and other types would be easy 
to compare with what they are paying. There would be very little 
problem in making comparison of the costs in private construction as 
against the military. It is merely a difference in your mix, of using 
more cement or less cement and more sand or gravel or stone in it. 
It is merely a question of the mix, and the cost per yard. 

Admiral Penrrer. We have been getting very good prices particu- 
larly on the west coast right now. 

Mr. Rivers. That is where your local public works officer and your 
public works officer inspect them. And keep in close contact with 
local costs. 

Admiral Petter. In forming the original estimate we utilize archi- 
tect engineers generally from that vicinity or from that State who 
are well up on the current costs of all construction. 

Mr. Becker. My past experience has been in every type of Govern- 
ment construction, even in my area, whether public housing or any 
other type of thing, the ce sts are so much higher than the costs of 
very similar construction in private « construction. That is the reason 
Tasked. In every case they are much higher. 

Admiral Pevrier. We have probably. been building a little bit too 
heavy in some of these areas but we have coming out within the next 
month a new set of definitive dr: awings which will lighten up this 


construction a little bit, and our construction costs are going to go 
down. 








This hangar that we are redesigning here in Meridian will probably 
drop 20 percent from the original cost. 

Mr. Becker. Mr. Chairman, I would like to inject a thought that 
when these figures come in here such that when the square footage 
price is put in that a comparative figure for private construction of 
a similar type be injected at the same time, to give us a comparative 
figure for a similar type of work. 

Then we have something upon which we can base our thinking. 

Admiral Peurier. It would be a little hard to get something definite. 

Mr. Becker. No, just a comparison. I will not pin this down 
to 5 cents or 3 cents or something like that, but some of these things 
run in thousands. 

Mr. Winsteap. We may make things similar in the Government but 
we tie them up with so much redtape that it costs more for the Gov- 
ernment to do everything. 

Mr. Becker. Then cut out some of the redtape. 

Mr. Rivers. You have to have these minimum wages. You have to 
have the area wages. For instance, you have to pay the same price the 
union gets in Meridian as it gets in the local overall area. 

Mr. Becker. That is all figured. 

Mr. Rivers. Not in private housing in communities. 

Mr. Becker. Oh, yes. 

Mr. Rivers. It would be difficult for this reason. The only place 
you could do it would be in housing. 

Mr. Kitpay. Let’s get back to Meridian, Miss., now. 

Mr. Wrnsreap. When does it call for this project to be in complete 
operation ¢ 

Admiral Artes. September 1961. 

Mr. Winsteap. We have about a year’s delay ? 

Admiral Atxs. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Take Beaufort. The Beaufort building of the Cape- 
hart housing project costs about $17 million or something like that. 

The Beaufort area wage, Department of Labor criteria, was based 
on the Charleston rate. The progressive people in my part of the 
country—and the woods are full of them—built a bridge connecting 
Beaufort with Savannah, Ga., across a terrific terrain there of—the 
admiral knows about it—of water—and makes Beaufort, S. C., about 
40 miles from Savannah. It used to be 75. Now Beaufort is really 
in effect in the Savannah area. The Savannah wage rate is higher 
than Charleston so we are having trouble now keeping that contract 
that you have down there under the Charleston thing so you can’t 
tell. It is difficult to conjecture. 

Mr. Kitpay. Without objection, Meridian, Miss., is approved. 

We will go to the next item. 

Admiral Atres. The second and last project in this first aviation 
facility group is at the Naval Auxiliary Air Station, Whiting Field, 
Fla., in the amount of $4,679,000. There is just one line item in this. 
This station is adjacent to the small town of Milton Fort and about 33 
miles northeast of Pensacola. 

The project proposes the development of an outlying field about 17 
miles northeasterly from Whiting Field at a cost of $4,679,000. 

Mr. Kitpay. Any questions, Mr. Kelleher? 
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Mr. Ketiener. No, sir. I might point out there will be 2 runways, 
each 150 by 6,300 feet, as the main element of this station. I have no 
questions, Mr. Chairman. 

Admiral Aires. There is land acquisition in this item. 

Mr. Kitpay. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Admiral Airs. The second group in aviation facilities is “Fleet 
support air stations.” It consists of 49 line items at 10 stations at a 
total estimated cost of $38,781,000. These stations are chiefly required 
to support the Navy’s striking power. 

The first project is at the Naval Air Station, Alameda, Calif., which 
the committee wishes to consider later, I understand. 

The second project in this group, gentlemen, is at the Naval Air 
Station, Cecil Field, Fla., for a jet engine maintenance shop for $1,- 
252,000. This is a master jet field whose mission is to maintain and 
operate facilities and provide services and material to support aviation 
activities of units of the operating forces of the Navy and other as- 
signed activities and units. 

The Navy’s experience dictates the performance of 30- and 60-hour 
maintenance checks and overhaul of the engines used in our jet air- 
craft. The maintenance involves a complete check of the engine and 
the electrical and hydraulic systems of the aircraft, and necessary 
minor repairs. This requires a production line technique to meet the 
planned workload at this station of 15 engines per day or 288 per 
month. A separate facility will be provided, designed specifically for 
the promotion of maximum efficiency in handling, overhauling, main- 
taining, storing, and issuing jet engines. This will enable us to elimi- 
nate the transportation of engines for the 30- and 60-hour check to 
Naval Air Station, Jacksonville, the industrial station of this master 
jet complex, thereby permitting a reduction in the number of new 
replacement engines which would otherwise have to be in the supply 
system. The building will be steel frame, 480 feet long by 90 feet wide, 
with a 160 foot by 30 foot lean-to, having masonry and metal sidings. 
The building will be equipped with a Grid crane and will be air 
conditioned for dust control. 

Mr. Kizpay. The item is approved. 

Admiral Artes. The fourth project in the group of fleet-support 
air stations is at the Naval Auxiliary Air Station, Fallon, Nev., for 
construction of a liquid oxygen transfer building at a cost of $80,000. 
This project is the second of this type of facility in the program. It 
is similar to the project for Naval Air Station, Alameda, which I have 
already described, and is required to serve the same purpose at this 
station. The Fallon Air Station maintains and operates facilities and 
provides services and materials to support operations of aviation ac- 
tivities and units of the operating forces of the Navy and other as- 
signed activities and units. One of its major tasks is to support fleet 
aircraft rocket, gunnery, bombing, and field carrier landing practice 
training operations. 

Mr. Kirpay. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Admiral Arms. The next project, Mr. Chairman, is at the Naval 
Auxiliary Landing Field, Fentress, Va., an auxiliary to the Naval 
Air Station, Oceana, Va. It is used primarily for field carrier land- 
ing practice. The project at this field is another in the “package” 
program for an optical landing system, which I previously described. 
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This project will provide for installation of the mirror system at 
each end of the east-west runway, together with the necessary elec- 
trical and communication lines. Its estimated cost is $142,000. We 
had quite a few of these in the bill last year, as you will recall. 

Mr. Kitpay. Without objection, the item will be approved. 

Admiral Aixs. The sixth project for this group of stations is at 
the naval seaplane facility, Harvey Point, N. C. It consists of 12 
line items at a total estimated cost of $11,215,000. Its mission will be 
to maintain and operate facilities and provide services and material 
to support operations of aviation activities and units of the operating 
forces of the Navy and other assigned activities and units, with the 
major task to support operations of fleet support seaplanes, fleet 
aircraft service squadron and fleet air wing. It is designed specifi- 

cally to support operation of the large, fast, jet- propelled P6M sea- 
plane, the Seamaster. 

This is the third increment for development of this station. Au- 
thorization granted for the first two increments totals $11,728,000. 
These three increments will provide a large portion of the facilities 
needed to make the station operational. 

The first line item is to provide approximately 47,000 square yards 
of aircraft parking apron at an estimated cost of $735,000. 

The second line item is for navigation aids at a cost of $554,000. 
These aids are required to enable aircraft flying under instrument 
conditions to locate the station, hold in the area while awaiting ap- 
proach clearance for final letdown and landing under all weather 
conditions and for use in training during clear weather. These aids 
include a semifixed tactical air navigation facility; an air surveillance 

radar facility; an ultrahigh frequenc: y (UHF) homer; UHF direc- 
tion finder; and a very high frequency (VHF) direction finder; plus 
necessary utilities and roads to make these facilities operable. 

The third line item, gentlemen, is the second increment of seadrome 
lighting at an estimated cost of $1,137,000. The first increment was 
authorized 2 years ago for installation of sealane lights, without the 
approach lights, for one sealane. We are now requesting authoriza- 
tion for lights for the second sealane, the approach lighting and the 
taxiway lighting. The two sealanes will provide for landing and 
takeoff for a combined wind coverage of 95 percent. The lighting 
is required, of course, to permit 24-hour per day operations. The 
sealanes will be 1,000 feet wide by 15,000 feet long; will have high 
intensity sealane lights on both sides, threshold lighting ; and iden- 
tification lights at each corner of the sealane. Taxiway and ap- 
proach lighting will be at one end of the sealane with the lights 
on only one side of the taxilane. Cables and controls will be pro- 
vided for contro] of the lights from the control tower. 

The fourth line item is the mooring buoys at a cost of $54,000. 
Normally about 25 percent of the planes in a seaplane squadron may 
be serviced afloat so that it is necessary to provide facilities for moor- 
ing these aircraft in the stream. This requires 10 mooring buoys, one 
quarter of the seaplanes in the base loading. The buoys will be 
furnished by the Navy and are not part of this line item. The line 
item does include procurement of necessary anchors and chains and 
the buoy installation in the mooring area offshore from the beaching 

ramps. 
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The fifth line item is for a training building at the estimated cost 
of $337,000. A progressive training program is necessary to enable 
the military personnel to keep abreast of design development in op- 
erational aircraft. The program will provide operational and main- 
tenance training which effectively increases the proficiency of the en- 
listed technicians on each new type of major modification to opera- 
tional aircraft. It will also provide for training of aviators by use 
of mockups of actual aircraft and by simulating conditions and situa- 
tions which occur in ac tual — The training building with about 
12,500 square feet of floor area will contain space for a maintenance 
training group, procedure teanciae room, jet trainer room, a muni- 
tions, ordnance and rearmament classroom, information and educa- 
tional classroom, visual education room, projection room and spaces 
for several other related functions. 

The next line item, gentlemen, is for provision of a maintenance 
hangar and a squadron hangar for 2 patrol squadrons at a total esti- 
mated cost of $4,830,000. They will be built specifically for main- 
tenance of these large seaplanes; and will be of modular construction 
with doors 45 feet high. The doors will be designed so that the 
large P-6M aircraft can be brought nose-first into the hangar and 
the doors closed around the fuselage with the tail end outside. The 
backup shop area will permit 30 feet deep by 30 feet wide penetration 
of the aircraft nose section. Shops and second-floor offices will be air- 
conditioned. The 2 hangars will provide 196,200 square feet of floor 
area. 

The seventh line item will provide a dispensary at the estimated 
cost of $707,000. This station is approximately 20 to 26 miles from 
the nearest civilian hospitals at Elizabeth City and Edenton, N. C., 
and about 90 miles from the nearest naval hospital at Portsmouth, 
Va. Because of its relative isolation, it is essential that the station 
be provided with adequate medical and dental facilities for inpatient 
care of station military personnel, outpatient care for these military 
personnel and their dependents, and emergency care of civilian em- 
ployees. The dispensary will consist of 2 single-story, masonry build- 
ings, the main dispensary to have about 18,900 square feet of floor 
space, and a small ambulance garage and medical storage building 
with about 1,400 square feet of floor area. It will have 10-bed in- 
patient capacity and facilities required for sick call, examination, 
emergency treatment, surgery, dental examining and operating area, 
administrative offices, record room, and pharmacy. 

The eighth line item for this station is the administration build- 
ing at an estimated cost. of $303,000. This will be a 2-story structure 
about 40 feet wide and 127 feet long, providing 10,160 square feet 
of floor space for the 65 administrative personnel who will be work- 
ing in the building. This is an important facility for the station 
since it is here that the overall operation of the station is planned 
and administered. 

The next three line items are also highly essential, Mr. Chairman, 
since they are to provide living accommodations for the military 
personnel. The first. of these is to provide the first increment of bar- 
racks at an estimated cost of $1,645,000. We plan to assign 2,028 en- 
listed men to the station, of whom, we estimate, about 290 will be 
married and use 290 units of the 384 units of Capehart family housing 
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planned for the station. This will leave a requirement for 1,738 bar- 
racks spaces, of which 664 spaces will be provided by this item and 
1,074 spaces will be programed in the future. This item is for con- 
struction of four 166-man standard 2-story, 37 feet wide by 276 feet 
long, air-conditioned, barracks buildings, together with the neces- 
sary utilities and paving to make them usable. 

The next item is for construction of a standard 1,000-man enlisted 
men’s messhall at a cost of $471,000. It will be a T-shaped, masonry 
structure consisting of a galley with a capacity for preparing meals 
for 1,000 men and an air-conditioned cafeteria with seating capacity 
for 400. 

The third of these personnel facilities line items is for a bachelor 
officers’ quarters with mess at the estimated cost of $379,000. The 
planned officer base loading is 213. We estimate that approximately 
94 of the officers, or 45 percent of the complement, will be married 
and occupy Capehart family housing at the station. Accordingly, 
there will be a requirement for 119 BOQ spaces. We propose with 
this line item to construct a motel-type bachelor officers’ quarters with 
mess to accommodate 30 officers. This will be a 2-story air-con- 
ditioned building. The remaining requirement for 89 BOQ spaces 
would be satisfied in a future program. 

The twelfth and final item for this station, Mr. Chairman, is 
the grounds drainage for $63,000. Since the topography of the sta- 
tion is very flat, there is little hydraulic gradient for natural surface 
runoff; and the character of the soil affords only small percolation 
of rainfall, a drainage system must be installed to remove surface 
water. This system will consist of construction of about 4,350 lineal 
feet of various sized pipe and about 24 inlets. 

Mr. Keiiener. Mr. names in Mr. Vinson’s review of this par- 
ticular item he believes items in the amount of $4,174,000 could be 
stricken without injurying the Navy’s program for Harvey Point. 
The items are 1 hanger at $2,300,000, seadrome lighting, a training 
building, and 1 of the barracks. That is a total reduction $4,174,000. 

Mr. Rivers. Can I inquire what is the reason for that? 

Mr. Ketiener. He reviewed the program of the Navy for Har- 
vey Point and found these to be relatively low ranking, and in his 
study determined in his own mind that they could be stricken. 

Mr. Rivers. Is that because the plant is having trouble getting 
out the X-2? 

Mr. Kirpay. Is it based on the priorities submitted by the 
Department ? 

Mr. Kewieuer. They didn’t submit the priorities, as such, but in 
their funding program these items are not near the top. 

Mr. Kirpay. It is only a postponement, rather than a rejection? 

Mr. Kerrener. That is right. 

Admiral Ames. These are on our funding list for this year. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman, in view of the fact that this is the 
only Seamaster station that they have in the United States, and in 
view of the fact that the Navy has great hopes for this Seamaster— 
I know something about this plane—of course, every plane Martin 
builds they have trouble with, I don’t care what it 1s, they have 
trouble. But I understand you are getting out of the woods on this 
pretty well. If they ever get this Seamaster going, it is going to 
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be one of the best things the Navy has ever developed for patrol work. 

Mr. Durnam. Have the hangars been started already ¢ 

Admiral Arixs. ‘They were to be constructed this next year. 

Mr. Duruam. What did you do with the ones you abandoned ? 

Admiral Aires. We have just left those there, sir. 

Mr. Durnam. They are just sitting there? They are good ones. 
It seems like they could be used or moved, or something. 

Mr. Rivers. They don’t use anything twice. They always build 
new. 

Admiral Artes. Those are airship hangars. 

Mr. Rivers. They won’t fit the type aircraft you are going to put 
on this base; is that the difficulty ? 

Captain Sancer. I think you are talking about the hangar that 
had a new roof on it. It was not a new hangar. But Weeksville is 
a very important mobilization base. If we tore those hangars out of 
there, providing it was just as cheap to move them to Harvey Point 
as it would be to construct new hangars, we would take out all the 
mobilization potential of Weeksville. 

Mr. Durnam. It is on a kind of standby basis, then ? : 

Captain Sanger. Yes, sir. One more thing on Harvey Point—we 
are 1 year behind today in phasing Harvey Point’s completion with 
the operational delivery dates of the P-6M aircraft, and if we do 
defer any items in this program we are going to be that much fur- 
ther behind. We are going to have to support the first aircraft 
deliveries into the fleet at Pecmicea River, and this is not good. 

Mr. Rivers. Do you think you can project when you are going to 
start getting these planes ¢ 

Captain Saneer. Yes, sir. In 1960 we should have 17 of them, 
I beheve. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Kelleher is taking you people at your own esti- 
mate on the priority. If they ever get this plane going, this is going 
to be an important base. 

Captain Sanerr. This is very important in the aviation program, 
sir. 

Mr. Bennett. I have been thinking that these little numbers out 
here at the left indicated the Navy priority. The categories, the 
code number. 

Admiral Artes. That is a category code number, that has nothing 
to do with our priority. These are category codes of the Department 
of Defense that they use to describe the facility, sir. It has nothing 
to do with priorities. 

Admiral Perrier. It is our inventory system. 

Captain Sancer. June 17 is correct. In June of 1960 we will have 
17 P-6M aircraft in the fleet. 

Mr. Rivers. In view of this being the only base, I would be reluctant 
to close this down. If this thing comes through, it will be important. 

Mr. Kirpay. I offer the amendment to the other $11,215,000 and 
include $7,041,000. Those in favor signify by saying “aye.” 

Contrary, “no.” 

The amendment is rejected. 

Mr. Harpy. The BOQ figures out at $12,500 per man ; is that right ? 

Admiral Artes. The BOQ is $7,200 per man. 

Mr. Harpy. What is the matter with my arithmetic? The author- 
ization requested has 30 men in it? 
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Admiral Attres. You are taking the total price of the building, of 
the entire facility, sir, including the mess, and dividing it by the 
number of people being there. The limitation on us is for the housing 
facility of the men, excluding the mess, excluding outside utilities, 
special foundations, furnishings, air conditioning; we exclude all those 
to get the figure for the limitation. 

Mr. Harpy. Since when did you start excluding the air condi- 
tioning ? 

Admiral Ares. Well, in the rules for the estimates that we use 
for our limitation, that is not included because it is not standard all 
over the country. Some places you need air conditioning and in other 
places you don’t. 

Mr. Harpy. Tell me how much per man this costs and tell me how 
you arrive at it. Maybe my arithmetic is crazy. 

Admiral Atzzs. $1,700 per man. That is $216,000 of the $379,000— 
$216,000 is the pure living space in this building, and the facilities 
we count in computing that 

Mr. Harpy. This is an additional authorization, Admiral, and I 
an. having a little more trouble with this one. This is an additional 
authorization, and now you come along here with more money in- 
cluded—with almost .as much included for extras as you have for 
your basic costs. I don’t understand it. If you were starting out 
from scratch, where you had to begin with all new utilities and stuff, 
perhaps there would be some justification for it, but didn’t you include 
any messing facilities with the prior authorization ? 

Admiral Atxs. No, sir. We had no prior authorization in this 
item, sir. This is an entirely new facility. It is quite a small one, 
sir, which makes the unit cost go up higher, sir. It is only a 30-man 
BOQ, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. Didn’t you have a part of it authorized in the previous 
authorization 4 

Admiral Ars. No. 

Mr. Harpy. What do you mean by the estimated cost of the facilities, 
$1,309,000, and the new authorization, $379,000% Maybe I don’t 
understand this column. 

Admiral Arzs. I can’t find the figures you are reading. 

Mr. Harpy. I am looking in the blue book and the last three columns 
on the right. 

Admiral Ames. Prior authorization, zero. Mine says prior au- 
thorization, zero. 

Mr. Harpy. What is your total estimated cost? Does that mean, 
then, that the rest of your $1,390,000 is to be asked for in the future? 

Admiral Ames. That is the total of what will be provided. This 
is the first increment. 

Mr. Harpy. For 30 men ? 

Admiral Ams. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. For 30 men you are going to spend $379,000 for a BOQ? 

Admiral Atzs. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. And it is your testimony that $7,200 of it is for living 
space, and the rest of it is the extras. According to my figures, it 
comes out to a little over $12,500 per man. 

Admiral Arxs. It is $60,000 for the mess, $18,000 for the air con- 
ditioning, $17,000 for the furniture, $30,000 for pile foundations— 
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and I understand all the buildings on this station will have to be put 
on piles—$36,000 for utilities, and $2,000 for siting purposes. 

Mr. Harpy. I don’t mean to be argumentative, and I am not going 
to get into this any further except for one or two questions. Your 
mess that you have there, will that just take care of these 30 men? 

Admiral Ares. Yes, sir. 

Well, no, it will take care of, at noontime, probably additional 
officers who live off the base. 

Mr. Harpy. You have $18,000 in there for air conditioning ? 

Admiral Atzes. $18,000; yes, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. That is over $500 per man. 

Admiral Atres. Yes, sir; it is. 

Mr. Harpy. If a person is going to put in his air conditioning at 
$500 per man, woman, and child, it would be pretty expensive. 

I don’t know, it sounds like your figures are cockeyed. I wish you 
would take another look at them. 

Admiral Peltier, you must have figured these things up. It is 
down in North Carolina, and it is not very far from where I live. 
I think it is high. 

Mr. Kirpay. The next item, Admiral Ailes. 

Admiral Atrres. The seventh project in the group of fleet support 
air stations, Mr. Chairman, is at the Naval Air Station, Jacksonville, 
Fla. It will provide for ‘construction of a liquid oxygen transfer 
building at a cost of $74,000. This is the same type of facility I 
described previously to the committee which we propose to construct 
at the Naval Air Station, Alameda. Like Alameda, the station at 
Jacksonville is a seaport-industrial station. It is part of the Cecil 
Field master jet complex. Its mission is to provide facilities to 
support regular operations of fleet carrier reconnaissance, antisub- 
marine and transient transport aircraft, the Naval and Marine Air 
Reserve training program, the aircr ig overhaul and repair program 
and flight facilities to support the Naval Air Technical Traiming 
Center, and to serve as primary aviation sapply point. 

Mr. Kitpay. Without objection, the item 1s approved. 

Admiral Aitxs. The ninth project in the program for fleet support 
air stations is at the naval auxiliary air station, Mayport, Fla. It 
includes 11 line items at the total estimated cost of $9,892,000, _A1- 
though it carries an air activity title, this station performs the func- 
tion of a naval base. Its mission is to support aircraft carriers and 
destroyers requiring port facilities; support fleet aircraft staging 
functions, training operations and field carrier landing practice for 
air groups and squadrons based at the naval air sti tions, Jacksonville 
and Cecil Field, Fla. Five aircraft carriers are now home ported at 
this station. 

During the time that a carrier is in port there may be as many as 
eight destroyer escorts in the basin at the same time on a transient 
basis. At such times the carriers will be replenishing their supplies, 
performing minor maintenance work, and personnel will be ashore 
for refresher and proficiency training and on liberty. All the line 
items in this project are required to build up the station’s capability 
to support these ships and functions. 

The first line item is for ship-refueling facilities at the estimated 
cost of $1,822,000. This will provide storage for 54,000 barrels of 











7350 


Navy special fuel for the carriers and escorts; 27,000 barrels of jet 
fuel for the carrier aircraft; and the necessary piping, valves, pumps, 
and utilities. Refueling is now done by barge from Trout River fuel 
depot. This method is unsatisfactory because the available quantity 
of fuel is limited and the process is excessively time consuming. 

Item No. 2 is for construction of carrier and escort berths and the 
acquisition of land for $4,383,000. Facilities are needed for berthing 
the carriers and dockside loading and off-loading aircraft and heavy 

cargo. ‘The increased use of the M: vyport Basin | by carriers engaged 
in air group training has increased the requirement for improving 
the facilities. By extending and strengthening the dock area and by 
srojecting the aircraft parking apron, it will be possible to berth and 
oad all classes of aircraft at. what is now the escort pier. Dockside 
loading facilities are now available at the carrier pier only. Carriers 
can be berthed at the moor ing islands on the east side of the basin but 
loading and off-loading must be done by barge. 

In addition, slips are needed to berth and service the destroyers that 
will be operating with the carriers. The line item consists of an 87- 
foot extension and strengthening of the existing escort pier, construc- 
tion of access taxiway and yarking apron, and construction of a de- 
stroyer slip with 1,450 feet of berthing for destroyers. The 
submerged land uitder the entrance channel to the basin, ap- 
proximately 113.6 acres in area, owned by the State of Florida, is to : 
acquired at nominal cost. 

The third item is for construction of cold storage warehouse at the 
estimated cost of $221,000. In addition to the carriers and destroyer 
escorts, various other ships employed in support of air group training 
in this area, use the Mayport Basin. (old storage facilities for 

erishable cargo consigned to these vessels are not now available at 

ayport. Ships are supplied with perishable stores from Jacksonville 
by truck, a distance of 20 miles. Because of changes in operating 
schedules, ships are sometimes late entering port. Then the trucks 
must either wait on the dock or return the supplies to Jacksonville. 

If the proposed facility were available, suppliers could deliver 
perishables direct to the station where they could be stored until 
turned over to the ships. This item will provide a standard cold 
storage building, 68 feet wide by 95 feet long, with spaces having the 
proper temperatures for preserving frozen and dry provisions. It 
will include facilities for truck unloading and the required utilities. 

The fourth item is for a storage and transit warehouse at the 
estimated cost of $352,000. This fac ility is also needed to support the 
carriers, destroyers, and other Navy ships using this port. When 
ships are off schedule in entering the port, shippers must wait on the 
dock for as much as 6 or 8 hours or the materials are sent to the Navs al 
Air Station, Jacksonville, for future delivery. Either procedure is 
costly and inefficient. The proposed warehouse would be available 
for direct delivery of materials to the station for storage until it could 
be loaded on the ship. The structure will be a standard warehouse 
188 feet wide by 213 feet long with 2,840 square feet of office space on 
the front and a 16 feet by 10 feet checker’s office in the rear of the 
building. A sprinkler system, standard lighting and the needed 
utilities will be included with the item. 

Mr. Chairman, the next five line items are as urgently needed for 
successful and efficient operation of the fleet as are the four items for 
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this station which I have just described. These five items are for the 
recreation, welfare, and morale of personnel. Mayport is relatively 
isolated from any sizable city, being more than 20 miles east of Jack- 
sonville and 10 miles from Jacksonville Beach, with no regular trans- 
portation to either city. There will be nearly 8,400 military per- 
sonnel assigned to and supported by the Mayport Air Station and 
these, together with an estimated several thousand dependents of the 
married personnel, will compose a large community for which mini- 
mum recreation facilities should be provided. The proposed size of 
capacity of these facilities has been determined on the basis of Depart- 
ment of Defense criteria. 

The first of these five items is for indoor recreational facilities at the 
estimated cost of $138,000. There are an existing hobby shop in a 
small quonset hut and four bowling alleys in a building having about 
2,500 square feet floor area. When one or more carriers and their 
escorts are in port these existing facilities are wholly inadequate. We 
propose to survey the quonset hut, since it is substandard and has long 
outlived its usefulness, to use the bowling alley building as the hobby 
shop and, under this item, to construct a single story, masonry struc- 
ture 39 feet. wide by 145 feet long to contain 6 bowling alleys. Col- 
lateral equipment, a small parking space and utilities will also be part 
of this line item. 

The second of the recreational facilities is to provide a petty officers’ 
mess (open) at the estimated cost of $389,000. We estimate that there 
will be about 1924 petty officers of the upper three pay grades assigned 
to the station, carriers, and destroyers using this port. In accordance 
with Department of Defense criteria the station is eligible to provide 
a club for the use of these petty officers having a floor area of about 
12,800 square feet. We propose to construct a standard, single story 
building for this purpose to include space for galley, dining room, 
lounge-recreation area, utility spaces, office and toilets, and the neces- 
sary parking and utilities. 

Item No. 3 of this group is for a commissioned officers’ mess (open) 
to cost. $207,000. The present facility on the station which is now 
used for this purpose has approximately 2,500 square feet floor area, 
which is wholly inadequate for the planned officer base loading of 420 
officers. Also based on Department of Defense criteria the station is 
eligible to provide a building of approximately 6,500 square feet to 
meet this need. We propose to utilize the present small building to 
fulfill in part the requirement for a library of 4,000 square feet floor 
area, and to construct a standard, single story masonry recreational 
building for the commissioned officers. It will contain the same type 
of facilities as will be provided in the petty officers’ mess (open), but 
on a smaller scale. 

The fourth recreational facility is for an enlisted men’s club at the 
estimated cost of $395,000. Again using Department of Defense cri- 
teria, the size of this facility has been determined to be 19,800 square 
feet. It will be available for use by the estimated 6,045 enlisted men 
of the lower four pay grades who will be dependent on the station for 
recreation. A standard, single story masonry structure will be built 
to satisfy this need and contain space for a galley, snack bar, table 
service area, recreation area, lounge area, billiard room, office and 
~— spaces and toilets. Parking space and utilities will also be 
included. 
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The last of these five items will be for outdoor recreational facilities 
at a cost of $194,000. Under this line item we propose to build a 
combination baseball-football field and about 45 percent of the remain- 
ing requirements. These will include a softball diamond and courts 
for volley ball, basketball, tennis and handball. Several of the courts 
will be lighted for night ‘ use. A small toilet building, 24 feet by 30 
feet in size, will be provided for use by the players on these fac ilities. 
The 10th line item in this project is for utilities and services at the 
estimated cost of $351,000. Expansion of the general utilities system 
is required to serve the new facilities being constructed in the un- 
developed portion of the station, which include the 5 line items for 
recreation facilities I have just outlined. These utilities will include 
electrical and water distribution lines, about 12,700 linear feet long 
and 8,350 linear feet long, respectively ; water pumping and treatment 
facilities and a 100,000 gallon reservoir, and the connecting roads and 
sidewalks. 

The 11th and final line item is for “Acquisition of land” at the 
estimated cost of $1,440,000. 

Mr. Kitpay. Would you explain the land item? 

Admiral Atves. Since the mission of this station has been changed 
to an equivalent of a naval base, its use for Atlantic Fleet ships, par- 
ticularly carriers engaged in carrier qualification, refresher training, 
fleet exercises and the embarkation and debarkation of assigned air 
groups, and their escort vessels, make it necessary to provide addi- 
tional land for station development. The last 6 line items I have 
described are planned for construction on the approximately 350 
acres of land proposed for acquisition under this line item. It is a 
strip of land extending southward from the St. Johns River lying 
between the eastern boundary of the air station and the Atlantic 
Ocean. 

It is for the recreation facilities and the enlisted men’s clubs. 

Mr. Kewxiener. Isn’t there an additional land item, your second 
item ? 

Admiral Ares. That is in the second item in the bill for the carrier 
and escort berths. That is land acquisition—that is submerged land. 
Mr. Ketitener. How much of that $4,383,000 have you set for that ? 
Admiral Aries. $1,000. 

Mr. Keiiener. So the total cost here is $4,584,000 for the acreage 
plus submerged land ? 

Admiral] Airs. Yes. 

Mr. Harpy. Isn’t this awfully high ? 

Admiral Ames. I would like Mr. Tiencken, who handles our real- 
estate acquisitions, to speak to that. 

Mr. Trencken. Mr. Hardy, the property has a considerable amount 
of improvements on it, and its is relatively high-priced land. It is 
beach-front acreage. 

Mr. Bennett. If you are somewhat familiar with beach land in the 
Jacksonville area, there are two rather exclusive beaches. Atlantic 
Beach is the closest to the Mayport area. As a good example, I think 
probably the residence which is closest to the land to be taken in 
this—I am not sure of this, but I know a lawyer in Jacksonville by 
the name of Rogers who owns one residence there, which I think at 
the time of construction cost $100,000, or more. I have heard it cost 
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$250,000. So you can get a pretty good idea that this is not exactly 
a rundown beach area. 

There has been some development in the exact area that you expect 
to take, I believe, but nothing approaching that type of a house. 
I wouldn’t like to be an authority on how much Mr. Rogers’ house 
cost, but I think, conservatively, it cost more than $100,000. 

Mr. Trencken. Roughly half the value on this property repre- 
sents improvements. 

Mr. Harpy. On the basis of the figures you have here, it looks like 
it will cost in the neighborhood of $500,000 an acre, doesn’t it, or is 
my arithmetic wrong again ¢ 

‘Mr. Trencken. The overall price that you have is about $4,100 
an acre. The appraised value on the land that we have is about $1,500 
per acre, plus the improvements. 

Mr. Bennerr. I would say this, that I would presume that a good 
number of the dollars involved in improvements might be readily 
available for use in the Navy, because I imagine the great majority 
of it consists of housing units. 

Mr. Harpy. Now, my colleague knows they can’t use those. They 
won't tie in with the facilities ‘they will have to put in on the others, 
and that kind of business. It wouldn’t conform. 

Mr. Rivers. For the record, could I inquire the reason, Mr. Chair- 
man for developing Mayport? I understand there is plenty of deep 
water for these carriers. The rendezvous area for the fleet training, 
which brings in your subs from Key West and your destroyers coming 
down from Newport, they rendezvous at the carriers and you train 
there ¢ 

Admiral Aires. Right off this port. A half hour after the ship 
slips its moorings, here, the aircraft can be launched at sea. They 
just slide out of that basin right into the deep water and start 
operating. 

Mr. Rivers. Availability to deep water for the entire rendezvous 
area is one of the considerations ? 

Admiral Airs. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Norsiap. How many bases do you have along the Atlantic 
coast that have these facilities? Boston, Norfolk 

Admiral Arrs. Boston is not operating. Norfolk, Newport, and 
Mayport. 

Mr. Kitpay. Without objection, the item is approved. Proceed to 
the next one. 

Admiral Artes. We now come to the 10th and final project for 
the fleet support air stations in this program, Mr. Chairman, at the 
outlying field, Whitehouse, Fla., located about 11 miles westerly from 
Jacksonville and 9 miles north of Cecil Field. It serves as an outlying 
field at Crows Landing, Calif., which I described earlier in this pres- 
rier landing practice and familiarization flying day and night. The 
project proposed for this field is the optical Janding system at the 
estimated cost of $142,000. This is the fourth suc sh project in the 
program. It is similar to the project for the naval auxiliary landing 
field at Crows Landing, Calif., which I described earlier in this pres- 
entation. We plan to install one of the mirror systems at each end 
of the southesat-northwest runway. 

Mr. Kitpay. Without objection, that is approved. 

We now come to the Marine Corps air stations. 
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Admiral Armes. Mr. Chairman, we now come to the Marine Corps 
air stations—the third group of aviation facilities in the program. 
There are 4 stations in this group with 6 line items at the total esti- 
mated cost of $8,580,000. These stations are required for training 
Marine Corps aviators in several aspects of Marine Corps operations, 
including the vertical envelopment concept of amphibious warfare, 
close support of Marine Corps ground forces, and augmentation of the 
Navy’s fleet operations. 

The first project in this group is at the Marine Corps auxiliary air 
station, Beaufort, S. C., for runway extension, including land acquisi- 
tion, at the estimated cost of $4,352,000. The mission of the station is 
similar to that of the master jet field, Naval Air Station, Cecil Field, 
Fla., which I previously outlined. 

Its major task is to support Air Fleet Marine Force Atlantic units. 
In addition, it supports one Marine aircraft group (reinforced) ; two 
Marine air-control squadrons; and one Marine in-flight refueling 
squadron. Runways 10,000 feet long at sea level, and at moderate 
temperatures are needed to accommodate the new, fast and heavy 
modern jet aircraft. Increases in altitude and temperature seriously 
decrease the efficiency of the jet engine and make it necessary to provide 
longer runways. In accordance with the criteria developed by the 
Bureau of Aeronautics, the required length of the Beaufort runway 
should be 12,200 feet. The 8,000-foot-long east-west primary runway 
should be increased in length by 4,200 feet to eliminate this hazard to 
life and Government property. This project is for that purpose. 

In addition to the runway extension, the project includes extension 
of the 75-foot-wide parallel taxiway, runway and taxiway marking 
and lighting; a ground controlled approach hardstand; drainage; 
security fencing; relocation of roads and cemetery; and acquisition 
of approximately 420 acres of land, which is needed for the construc- 
tion of the runway extension and safety end zone. 

Mr. Ketiruer. You will have some difficulty with your water supply 
down there, won’t you, Admiral ? 

Admiral Ares. I would like Admiral Peltier to speak to this. 

Admiral Pertrer. We have a sufficient water supply today, but for 
the long haul we have to take a little closer look. There is a problem. 

Mr. Ketitener. What do you propose to do, dig wells or bring water 
from the river, or what are your plans, today ? 

Admiral Prtrter. We have had a proposal from the Beaufort 
County Water Authority, I believe, in which they would supply us 
water, as well as supply water to the cities of Port Royal and Beaufort. 

Mr. Rivers. Beaufort, Parris Island, and your hospital ? 

Admiral Peurter. It would supply our four military facilities. The 
requirement now for water in that area is about 3 for military to 1 for 
civilian, in other words, for our 4 major stations we use around 3 
million gallons a day, whereas the civilian community uses about 1 
million. 

The ground water is becoming a problem. There is salt water 
intrusion from the coast as we draw down these wells, and for the long 
haul we have to look for a little more permanent source of water. 

Mr. Kerrener. If you do get your water through the public au- 
thority down there, won’t they require a long-term cotnract with you? 

Admiral Perrmr. Yes. I think under our present regulations we 
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could give them a 10-year contract. Whether or not that is long 
enough for them to float the necessary bonds hasn’t been definitely 
decided. 

Mr. Ke_itener. And presumably if that turns out not to be long 
enough, you will ask for an amendment of the law with respect to that 
station ¢ 

Admiral Prenrier. For the whole military complex, including the 
Capehart housing which is almost a separate entity. 

Mr. Rivers. Now the proposal which this public authority has made 
to you in the Marine Corps—of course, it has to be approved by you— 
is for them to provide water by the digging of a long canal from the 
Savannah River, I believe it is? 

Admiral Petrmr. That is right. 

Mr. Rivers. That would give you all the water you need for far 
into the future, forever, from that river. 

Admiral Pettier. The prediction for our ultimate requirements 
there are something around 8 million gallons per day. I think the 
potential development of the area will require much more than the 1 
million that they are using now. I think they have authority now to 
draw 100 million gallons a day from the Savannah River. 

Mr. Rivers. That project meets with your overall approval ? 

Admiral Perrier. Our basic philosophy, of course, is that, if we 
can get water from a commerical source, we would much rather 
do it than develop our own system for such a large complex. 

Mr. Rivers. That would require our doing anything to this bill 
to give you that authority ? 

Admiral Pexrter. If we can stay within the 10 years, I don’t think 
it does. 

Mr. Kitpay. Without objection, the project is approved and we will 
go to the next item. 

Captain Sanger. The supply moe will come from Cherry Point 
and it really doesn’t require anything more than the designation as 
an auxiliary air station, but this doesn’t affect the size of the station. 

Admiral Aries. The second project is at the Marine Corps Air Sta- 
tion, Cherry Point, N. C., for 2 line items at the cost of $1,067,000. 
The mission of this station is similar to that at Beaufort, S. C., with 
the exception that it has the following five major tasks: (1) Support 
Air Fleet Marine Force Atlantic units; (2) support the overhaul and 
repair program; (3) serve as a primary aviation supply point; (4) 
provide supply, fiscal, administrative, and maintenance functions for 
assigned activities; and (5) provide depot maintenance for motor 
transport vehicles. It supports one Marine air wing—less deployed 
units and 3 headquarters of Marine air commands. 

The first of the two line items in this project is for radar air traffic 
control center and station communication facilities at the estimated 
cost of $379,000. At the start of my presentation on the require- 
ments for aviation facilities, I outlined to the committee the func- 
tion to be performed by the radar air traffic control center for the 
naval auxiliary air station at Meridian, Miss., which is to control all 
air traffic operating within about 150 miles of the station. 

This line item will provide for construction of a service road and 
small parking area at the transmitter site of the Cherry Point control 
center. In addition, it will provide for modernization of the station’s 
communication lines. The present World War IT radio facilities are 
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obsolescent and deteriorated to the extent that immediate replacement 
by modern facilities is necessary for safe and efficient operation. This 
involves installation of about 7 miles of cable and underground ducts 
from the transmitter and receiver sites to the control tower, construc- 
tion of a small transmitter building and a generator building; in- 
stallation of new sleeve antennas; and the necessary utilities. 

The second line item is for a Navy supply storehouse at the estimated 
cost of $688,000. The Navy supply department at the station provides 
storage space for aircraft parts for the station planes, for the aircraft 
overhauled and repaired by the O. and R. department, for materials 
needed for operation of the station; is a primary stock point for spe- 
cific aircraft at various locations worldwide; and is a designated sell- 
ing agency. A total of 181,000 items valued at over $88 million are 
stored in 12 buildings at the station, with volume of over $11 million 
worth of items issued or disposed of per month. 

Between 1951 and 1956 materials stored increased 59 percent in value 
while space was increased by only 30 percent. During 1956 $1.8 mil- 
lion was lost due to deterioration of materials in outdoor storage and 
through decreased effectiveness caused by overcrowding. <A space 
analysis indicates the need for 576,000 square feet of additional cov- 
ered space. The proposed facility will relieve only one-seventh of this 
deficiency. It is for construction of a m: isonry and steel building 200 
feet. wide by 400 feet long. The standard collateral equipment and 
utilities will be included in this item. 

Mr. Duruam. What did you do about that hospital there? Did you 
do anything about it this year? As I recall, it was requested last year. 
In the last authorization. Was it given consideration at all this time 
by the recommendation of the base commander ? 

Admiral Ares. I think that was at Camp Lejeune, not at Cherry 
Point. 

Mr. Ketiener. Mr. Chairman, Mr. Bonner has spoken to the chair- 
man on a number of occasions about Edenton, N. C., and I would like 
to inquire, whether there is any proposed utilization for Edenton. 

Japtain Sancer. There is no proposed use for Edenton on closing. 
There is a mobilization requirement, but we have told the people in 
Edenton that in order to cooperate with them and not prevent the 
development of that land, that we would—the Marine Corps has 
agreed to this—look for another place to meet the mobilization re- 
quirement. Not to build additional facilities, of course, but look for 
other existing establishments to put that mobilization requirement on, 
and let industry come into Edenton, if they so desire. 

Mr. Kitpay. Without objection, Cherry Point is approved. 

Admiral Artes. We have a Capehart housing project at Cherry 
Point for 849 units. 

The third project in this group is at the Marine Corps Air Facility, 
New River, N. C. The mission of this station is to maintain and 
operate facilities to support operations of aviation units of the 
operating forces of the Navy with the major tasks of supporting Air 
Fleet Marine Force units and of providing administrative and pro- 
ficiency flight support for Marine Corps ground units at Camp Le- 
jeune, N. C. The station supports one Marine Helicopter T ‘ansport 
Group and designated Marine observation and control squadrons. 
The proposed project includes two line items at the estimated cost 
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of $1,003,000. The first item is for construction of 77,000 square yards 
of aircraft parking apron to cost $767,000. 

It also includes installation of airfield lighting and drainage around 
the parking area. With the advent of the Marine Corps concept of 
vertical envelopment, the small helicopters are being replaced by 
larger craft. An increase in base loading from 79 to 86 aircraft 
coupled with these newer and much larger helicopters have caused 
the existing parking area to become insufficient. 

The second line item is for fuel-storage facilities at the estimated 
cost of $236,000. Aviation fuel storage is now provided by four 
25-000-gallon tanks which were used tanks when they were installed 
in 1942. The severe corrosion which has occurred on the inside sur- 
faces of these tanks constitutes a hazard to aircraft using fuel from 
these tanks, consequently they should be replaced. This facility will 
provide for underground construction of a 100,000-gallon, two 50,000- 
gallon, and two 10,000-gallon tanks for storage of aviation fuel and 
one 6,000-gallon tank for automotive fuel, together with necessary 
pumps, piping, service road, and a 550-foot-long railroad spur. 

Mr. Kiipay. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Admiral Atrs. The last of the four groups of the continental 
aviation facilities in the program is special-purpose air stations. 
Functions performed by stations in this group are peculiar to each 
individual station in the group. Two stations in this group are in- 
cluded in this year’s program for a total amount of $32,362,000. 

Last year, the Congress authorized the initial increment in the 
amount of $3,200,000 for development of the Naval Air Facility, 
John H. Towers Field, at the Andrews Air Force Base, Camp 
Springs, Md. 

Since that time, the Air Force has cooperated wholeheartedly with 
us in the planning of facilities to meet the Navy’s requirements and 
to avoid any unnecessary duplication. 

When the second increment, which we are now proposing, has been 
completed, we shall transfer to this facility the aviation activities 
and mission of our existing air station at Anacostia. 

The mission of this new facility will be to support proficiency 
flying of active-duty naval aviators in the District area, the Naval- 
Marine Air Reserve program, and other designated operations and 
activities. 

The authorization granted last year will, when funded, provide for 
construction of 173,000 square yards of aircraft parking apron re- 
quired for the base loading of 145 planes. It will also permit con- 
struction of the first increment of the main roads and utilities for the 
facility, which have been coordinated with the existing roads and 
utilities of the Air Force base. 

The project for Towers Field, now being considered by the com- 
mittee, consists of 19 line items at the estimated cost of $18,521,000. 

Two of the items are for improvement of Webster Field, an existing 
naval auxiliary landing field about 51 miles southeast of Towers 
Field. 

The remaining items are for Towers Field, for the most part in a 
new and undeveloped area at the southeast corner of the Air Force 
base, separated from existing Air Force facilities. 

The first Towers Field item is for construction of high-speed 
turnoff taxiways, with necessary lighting, marking, and drainage, at 
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a cost of $530,000. When the Anacostia aircraft loading has been 
transferred to the Andrews Air Force Base, the large increase in 
operational traffic will require the construction of four high-speed 
turnoff taxiways in order that the runway may be cleared rapidly of 
relatively slow moving aircraft to provide optimum runway capacity. 

This item will provide for construction of 44,000 square yards of 
turnoff taxiway pavement, drainage, taxiway lighting, and marking. 

Item No. 2 is for jet engine runup test pads at the estimated cost 
of $165,000. We require runup tests and adjustments on jet engines 
after every 30 hours of aircraft flying time and after every engine 
replacement or other periodic engine maintenance work. 

The test pad facility must be capable of withstanding high jet 
exhaust stream velocities and temperatures and a high engine power 
thrust. It must be relatively isolated because of the noise levels in 
excess of human endurance during full power runups. 

This item will consist of a 130-foot E 350-foot jet blast resistant 
paved area divided into 3 bays. Armor plate steel deflectors 12 
feet high and 70 feet long are to be built on the sides of each bay; 
and structural steel deflectors, 8 feet high and 100 feet long, are to be 
installed at the back of each bay. 

The aircraft will be brought to the test area over an access taxiway 
which will be constructed as part of this item. 

The third line item will provide a facility for storage of aviation 
fuel at the cost of $583,000. The storage will be for a 10-day supply 
and consist of tanks for 163,500 gallons of aviation gasoline for 
propeller-driven aircraft, 469,500 gallons of jet fuel, and 6,000 gallons 
of automotive gasoline. 

Besides the associated fuel distribution lines, pumps, and utilities, 
the construction will include 2 high-speed fueling stations and 2 truck- 
fill stands. 

The next line item will be for construction of an operations and 
administration building to cost $532,000. On the basis of standard 
criteria, about 6,000 square feet of office space will be required for the 
proper administration of activities of the facility. 

In addition, about 12,800 square feet of building space for opera- 
tions facilities will be needed—for briefing, flight planning, and flight 
clearance for the naval aviators and Reserve aviators and about 1,500 
transient flights per month. 

Passenger terminal facilities are required for about 2,000 general 
passengers per month and for dignitaries of foreign nations, Congress, 
and various other governmental departments. 

We propose, with this line item, to meet these requirements by con- 
structing a two-story, combined operations and administration build- 
ing with 18,800 square feet of floor area. 

Item No. 5 is for a training building to cost $570,000. Since train- 
ing of naval aviators will be a primary function at Towers Field, 
ground training in both classroom and in Link trainers is essential to 
complement actual flight operations. 

The training load will include approximately 473 officers and 1,316 
enlisted Reserves per month, plus station and other naval aviators in 
the area. 

A two-story building having 26,800 square feet of floor area will be 
constructed for this function containing space for classrooms, a small 
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library and offices for instructors and administrators, space for the 
Link trainers and a Link classroom, plus utility spaces. 

The sixth item is for construction of an aircraft maintenance 
hangar at the estimated cost of $4,913,000. Air Force facilities are not 
available for maintenance of the Navy’s aircraft base loading of 145 
planes of various types. 

Our experience with these types of aircraft h.s been that about 60 
percent will be available for flying, and approximately half of the 
40 percent downed for maintenance will require hangar maintenance. 

We propose to meet this requirement by constructing a hangar 
building of standard Navy modules consisting of open hangar bay 
area, shop area, and office and locker area. 

A special jet engine shop will be added to the standard shop 
modules. The building will be of steel frame with metal siding. 
Necessary equipment and utilities are included with this item. 

The seventh line item is for a jet engine test cell estimated to cost 
$325,000. Turbojet engine test facilities are required at every activity 
to which jet aircraft are assigned, with 1 cell for about each 50 air- 
craft being standard. 

Towers Field will have 66 T2V’s assigned. 

Engines which have been repaired in accordance with what. the 
Navy calls class C maintenance schedule, require checking and testing 
prior to installation in the airframe. These tests run the gamut from 
leak checks and thrust vibration through main to emergency fuel 
system changeover. 

Sound attenuation is required to safeguard operating personnel 
against physiological and nuisance effects of engine operation. 

The building to be constructed as the test facility will have about 
5,000 square feet of floor area and include a small sound-treated con- 
trol room; an acoustically treated test cell, 23 feet wide by 100 feet 
long, with maximum height of 44 feet; and an engine preparation 
room, 40 feet by 60 feet, for unpacking, engine preparation, rework, 
and preservation. 

The next item is for construction of a transportation shops and 
office building at the estimated cost of $241,000. We estimate Towers 
Field will require for its efficient and economical operation, about 223 
units of automotive, construction, maintenance, and materials han- 
dling equipment. 

Space in the building will be required for the tire shop, battery 
shop, motor and machine shop, body shop, service stalls, paint shops, 
stores; and office space for administration, parts supply and dispatch 
of equipment. 

To meet this need we plan on the construction of a 12,000 square 
feet building and the necessary parking area, utilities and fuel storage 
and dispensing facilities. 

Item No. 9 is a parachute loft to cost $114,000. This is required 
for the rigging, airing, inspecting, packing and storing of parachutes; 
and for the inspection, maintenance and storage of survival gear. 

Normally 3 percent of the total assigned parachutes will be processed 
each working day, and all parachutes must be repacked once every 60 
calendar days. 

Also, lifejackets and liferafts must be periodically cleaned, in- 
spected and repaired. 
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The Air Force facilities are used to full capacity and cannot accom- 
modate the Navy’s added workload. A standard structure, reduced 
in size to 5,750 square feet of floor area to meet Towers Field require- 
ments, will be built to take care of this function. 

The next item, No. 10, will provide public works facilities at the 
cost of $268,000. Upon completion of the development of Towers 
Field, it plant value will be in excess of $23 million. 

The structures and utilities of this plant will require day-to-day 
maintenance. This will be the Navy's responsibility. To do this 
essential job efficiently and economically, shops and office space will 
be needed by the Public Works Department of the facility. 

This item provides for construction of the shops and office building 
for this purpose, having a floor area of 13,400 square feet. The 
building will include space for the various building trades shops, 
stores, and toolroom sanitary facilities and offices. Collateral equip- 
ment, utilities and an open storage area of 9,000 square yards will be 
included with this item. 

Item No. 11 is a liquid oxygen transfer building to cost $84,000. 
This is the same type of facility proposed at other stations included 
in the program which I have previously explained in detail to the 
committee. 

Mr. Chairman, the next item is for supply facilities estimated to 
cost $1,026,000. To operate an air station of the type and size of 
Towers Field requires the availability of various materials and spare 
parts. We estimate we should have about 10 days’ supply to keep the 
trucking and handling to an acceptable minimum. 

To meet this requirement, and based on Department of Defense 
criteria for the numbers and types of aircraft and personnel base 
loading, we propose to construct the following facilities: A standard 
warehouse of about 74,000 square feet in floor area for aviation and 
general stores and office space; a flammable stores warehouse of about 
3,900 square feet in area; a 5,340 square feet shed; and a paved open 
storage area of 2,660 square yards. 

The usual utilities will be included and the open storage area will be 
fenced for protection against pilferage. 

Mr. Chairman, the next 4 line items are needed to accommodate 
personnel. The first of these is for construction of barracks at the 
estimated cost of $2,539,000. 

We estimate that 70 percent of the 1,523 enlisted men attached to the 
station will be unmarried and require living accommodations on- 
station; and about 25 percent of the Reserve bachelor enlisted men 
will require barracks space. On this basis 1,329 barracks spaces must 
be provided. 

To take care of these men, we plan on building 5 standard 252-man 
barracks in the Air Force base personnel area, and a small barracks 
building with bunking capacity for 69 men—the men on watch—in 
the Navy area on the base. Collateral equipment and utilities will 
be included as part of this line item. 

The second of the personnel facilities is the item for messhall alter- 
ation, estimated to cost $75,000. An existing Air Force messhall is 
to be made available for use by the Navy. It has been closed for some 
time and requires certain alterations to make it usable. The galley 
will have a 1,000-man capacity and the cafeteria portion of the build- 
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ing will seat 304 men at one time, so that it will accommodate the 
onboard complement in the standard arrangement of 3 seatings per 
meal. 

The next facility is for an in-flight and transient messhall at the 
estimated cost of $176,000. I have already mentioned that the Navy’s 
barracks and messhall will be located in the Air Force base personnel 
area fe is approximately 4.5 miles from the operational area. 
Towers Field will process about 1,500 transient flights and 2,000 gen- 
eral passengers per month. 

Many of the 1,523 assigned enlisted personnel will be working in 
the operational area. To transport the transient and the assigned 
station personnel a round-trip distance of 9 miles to the main messhall 
for the noon meal, would be costly, time-consuming and result in a 
serious disruption to flight operations and training schedules. 

To make such mass transportation unnecessary, we plan on building 
a standard 250-man capacity messhall in the operation area to feed 
450 men—in-flight personnel and key watch standers—in a 114-hour 
period. 

The last of the personnel facilities will be a bachelor officers’ quarters 
and mess at the estimated cost of $945,000. The base load for officers 
is 84 station officers and 473 Reserve officers, of whom about 118 
would be onboard. 

We estimate approximately 20 percent of the station officers, or 17, 
and 40 percent of the onboard Reserve officers, or 48, plus about 15 
transient officers, will require BOQ accommodations. 

Under this line item we propose to construct the required BOQ 
with mess for 80 officers, together with the collateral equipment and 
utilities to make the facility usable. 

There are three more line items in this project. One of these is 
the final one in the program for Towers Field proper. The other 
two items are for Webster Field, which I mentioned previously. 

This last Towers Field line item will provide for construction of 
the second increment of roads and utilities at the estimated cost of 
$1,128,000. Sufficient funds were not made available in last year’s 
military construction appropriation to enable the Navy to start con- 
struction of the first increment of $1,064,000. 

Investigation of the Air Force utilities has disclosed that only the 
water supply and treatment facilities will be available for Navy use. 
Utilities required by the Navy, to be constructed under the combined 
first and second increments, include water distribution, sewerage, 
electrical and heating systems. 

This combined item will also provide for construction of a paved 
area for a general automobile parking space for an estimated 2,000 
cars, plus the main road and sidewalk system. 

Mr. Chairman, the last two items are for Webster Field. This aux- 
iliary field is required to carry out flight-training operations and will 
be used primarily for practice landings by Navy and Air Force pilots 
from Andrews Air Force Base. 

Webster Field’s existing runways are 150 feet by 5,000 feet long. 
The aircraft, particularly “the jets, which will operate from Towers 
Field, will require an 8,000-foot-long runway. 

This item provides for overlay paving and lengthening and widen- 
ing of 50 feet wide taxiways to 75 feet for 10,000 feet to connect the 
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runway ends to the aircraft parking areas. Runway and taxiway 
lighting will also be provided. ical 

The final line item of the project is for land acquisition at Webster 
Field at the estimated cost of $187,000. The land is required to permit 
extension of one runway from 5,000 to 8,000 feet and to provide the 
standard overrun and safety clearance of 3,000 feet beyond the end 
of the runway. 

In order that this may be done, we propose to acquire approximately 
300 acres in fee and flight clearance easements over an additional 140- 
acre area. 

Mr. Ketitener. Mr. Vinson recommends deletion of items totaling 
$855,000. I will read them off very briefly, if I may, and explain his 
theory. 

First, the jet engine runup test pads, the transportation shop, the 
parachute shop, liquid oxygen transfer building, alteration to mess- 
hall, inflight and transient messhall. 

Mr. Vinson felt that those items, while necessary in the final develop- 
ment of Towers Field, were not necessary in the initial stages of it, and 
therefore recommends that the figure of $18,521,000 be stricken and 
$17,666,000 be inserted in lieu thereof. 

Mr. Kixpay. In behalf of the chairman, I offer the amendment to 
strike $18,521,000 at line 9, and insert $17,666,000. 

Admiral Artes. May I speak to that, Mr. Chairman. These items 
have been stricken from our funding list by reviewing authority. We 
couldn’t use it for a year anyway. 

Mr. Norsiap. You speak of Towers Field, of Webster Field and 
Andrews Airfield Base. 

Admiral Ames. There is going to be a facility on Andrews Air 
Force Base named John Towers Field. 

Mr. Norsiap. You speak of Webster Field in the bill. 

Admiral ArILxs. Webster Field is an outlying field which will serve 
both our planes and the Air Force, to work with this facility at 
Andrews. 

Mr. Norsiap. Why do you need separate operations buildings, sep- 
arate from the Air Force? Why can’t you use one and the same? 
It seems to me this is a tremendous duplication. 

Mr. Rivers. And that isa first class field out there now. 

Mr. Noreiap. You have something like $2 million in there for an 
operations building. 

Admiral Ars. I will ask Mr. Hanabury of the Bureau of Aero- 
nautics to speak to this. 

Mr. Hanasvury. The operations administration building is primar- 
ily an administration building. For those administrative functions 
now carried on in the existing building over at Anacostia, and the 
operations portion of this building is about 6,000 square feet, for 
those requirements peculiar to the Navy. But the main operations 
building at the field will be the Andrews Operations Building. 

Mr. Norsiap. Then, as I understand, you are building separate ad- 
ministrative and separate operations; one for the Air Force, and one 
for the Navy, on the same field. 

It seems to me to be the worst kind of duplication. 

Mr. Hanapury. As a matter of fact, it is not, sir. We have coor- 
dinated every line item in this program with the Air Force. We are 
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using, for instance, all of their recreation facilities. Each item like 
fuel storage has been coordinated with the Air Force to make sure 
we are not ‘duplicating their requirements. 

Mr. Norsiap. They are going to build a separate messhall. 

Mr. Hanapury. We are altering an existing Air Force messhall— 
minimum cost. 

Admiral Aixs. It is only $75,000. 

Mr. Norsxap. It is not a matter of cost, but this constant duplica- 
tion that has been going on for many years, and the taxpayers are 
not very happy about it, and I am not either. 

Mr. Hanazsury. We discussed building a messhall with the Air 
Force. Rather than build a new one, we are altering a building which 
they have for that purpose. 

Mr. Norsiap. You will have your separate mess and they will have 
their separate mess? 

Mr. Hanapury. In that barracks area; yes, sir. 

Mr. Norsiap. You will have a separate administration building 
and they will have a separate administration building ? 

Mr. Hanapury. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Norsiap. Allon the same field. 

Mr. Hanasury. You would have to go over to Andrews and see how 
large the place is, sir, to really appreciate the fact that there are 
numerous commands on there: Air Defense Command, Air National 
Guard, Navy, Air Research and Development Command. They all 
have administrative facilities. It sou be almost impossible to com- 
bine all those functions in one administration building. 

Mr. Norstap. Do you know anything about that, Mr. Kelleher? 
I thought when I read about you people getting together out there, 
this would be one classic example of the services cooperating, but it 
looks to me like it is the same old thing. 

Admiral Ares. I think we have consolidated as much as we can, 
sir. We are going to be over on the eastern side of the field. They 
are building an additional runway there. This will be right in our 
operational complex. 

Mr. Ketieuer. I know this has been closely studied by the two 
departments. This is illustrated by the fact that Andrews is by no 
means finished, the Air Force has $18 million later on in the bill for 
the further development. 

Bolling and Anacostia are going to close and all that load is going 
to go out there. They will require a new runway. 

Mr. Rivers. And Anacostia and Bolling are moving out of where 
they are now. 

Mr. Norsiap. I agree on that, but I think this duplication is really 
unwarranted, if there is any. 

Admiral Ares. It is absolutely a minimum of operational, Mr. 
Norblad. It is really just the administration of these 145 planes and 
the people connected with them. Our Reserves are going out there, 
all our proficiency flying is going out there. 

Mr. Norsiap. What does your map show, please ? 

Admiral Attrs. This shows where our facilities will be, over on the 
eastern side. 

Mr. Norsiap. Where is the Air Force? 

Admiral Aires. The Air Force is principally over here. 











7364 


Mr. Norsiap. Why can’t you have it in the same area ? 

_ Admiral Aires. We are putting our barracks over here among theirs, 
sir. 

Mr. Norstap. Why can’t you have everything together ? 

Admiral Aires. It has gotten so big it is spread out all over the 
place. 

Mr. Norswap. Is the Air Force going to use the items that you have 
shown in red there ? 

Admiral Atres. Those will be Navy facilities. 

Mr. Norsuap. I object to the item. 

Mr. Bennerr. Although you have unity in being on the same base, 
you have disunity in not utilizing the same facilities. 

I would like to ask, to what extent at Andrews Air Force Base will 
there be a utilization of the same facilities? For instance, are any 
runways to be used by both the Navy and the Air Force? 

Admiral Atres. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bennett. Any illustrations of places where there actually is 
some value of having both these branches at the same main airbase ? 

Admiral Arties. The control tower will be used by both to control 
everything. The runways will be used by all planes coming in, 
whether Navy, Air Force, foreign, or anything that may be allowed 
to come in. . 

Mr. Bennett. Do you believe a sizable savings has been made to 
the taxpayers by their: joint utilization ? 

Admiral Airs. I don’t think there is any question about it. 

Mr. Rivers. This is the same as a joint user base that you have in 
the Air Force in any municipality. You are on the one side of the 
field and the Air Force installation, including the ARDC—if anything 
ought to be moved out of there, it should be ARDC. It has no business 
there. It ought to be over in Ohio where we directed in the first place, 
but I don’t see how it is possible to do any more than they are doing 
because it will be a big outfit over there. 

Mr. Bennetr. Another point I would like to make. 

Mr. Lankford was unfortunately called away, and this is in his 
district, I believe. 

If we strike these items, I hope Mr. Lankford will be allowed to 
make further presentation. 

Mr. Kitpay. He will have that opportunity. 

Without objection, the questions on the amendment reducing the 
$18,521,000 to $17,666,000. Without objection the amendment. is 
agreed upon. 

“Mr. Harpy. Did I understand the Air Force was going to increase 
their operation instead of decreasing it ? 

Mr. Ketiener. If that question is directed to me, the answer is “yes”. 

Mr. Harpy. Bolling Field is going out, but aren’t they going to 
move out some activities ? 

Mr. Kewxener. I understand their activities will increase out there. 

Mr. Harpy. In addition to what they are taking over from Bolling? 

Mr. Kettner. I don’t know to what extent in : addition to Bolling. 
I can’t answer that. 

Mr. Harpy. I thought they were going to move some of their present 
functions out. If that is the case, I have some hope that maybe some 
of the Air Force facilities would be available and utilizable by the 
Navy. 
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I can’t help recognizing some validity in the point raised by Mr. 
Norblad. Certainly, it doesn’t look like too much integration out 
there. They even have red colors on one side and black on the other. 

Mr. Norgxap. I would like to have the item passed over and I would 
like the opportunity to go out there and look at it. 

Mr. Kitpay. When ¢ 

Mr. Norsxap. I will in reasonable time. I can’t do it right now. 

Mr. Harpy. We certainly should get this Towers Field operation 
out of there. 

Mr. Kinpay. The item will be held in abeyance until next week 
sometime. 

Your next heading is “Supply facilities,” I believe. 

Admiral Ares. The next project is a California project, sir. 

The next class of facilities in our program is supply facilities, 
Mr. Chairman. We have 4 projects in this class in the total amount 
of $5,544,000, 3 of the projects costing $2,484,000 are at continental 
stations, and the fourth project for $3,060,000 is overseas. 

The purpose of supply facilities is to provide supply support to the 
fleet throughout the world wherever our ships operate. Supply cen- 
ters and depots replenish combatant ships and mobile support ships 
wherever deployed, as well as furnish supply support to naval instal- 
lations, such as shipyards, air stations, et ceters 

Navy material, stocks, repair parts, and consumable supplies are 
controlled by inventory control points at our Bureau of Supplies and 
Accounts shore activities. 

Mr. Chairman, I would like to have Admiral Becknell present a 
short statement. 

Admiral Brecknetu. The requested authorization in this program 
for “Supply facilities” under the management control of the Bureau 
of Supplies and Accounts totals $5,544,000 for four items. 

Two items provide for the physical installation of electronic data 
processing machines in order to furnish effective material support to 
fleet and air units. 

The remaining two items are in the area of petroleum and are re- 
quired for fleet fueling operations. 

Admiral Atrs. The first project in the program is at the Naval 
Supply Depot, Newport, R. 1., for rehabilitation and improvement of 
steam facilities at the estimated cost of $2,210, 000, 

The mission of this depot is to receive, w arehouse, distribute, and 
control designated types of naval material for support of assigned 
fleet units and shore activities, One of the facilities needed by 
the depot for its operation is its steam-heating plant. 

Steam is used for pumping and heating petroleum products and 
operation of other equipment in connection with the receipt, storage, 
and issue of the petroleum products handled by the fuel facility. 
Steam is also used to heat a number of the t yot. buildings. 

The depot has three boilerhouses. No. 1 is badly deteriorated and 
obsolete and is used only during periods of na demand. 

Boilerhouse No. 2 has been in use about 90 percent of the time 
Since it was built in 1942. Due to these severe operating conditions 
and lack of any alternate steam supply, it has had only minimum 
maintenance. 

Boilerhouse No. 3, also constructed in 1942, steams about 200 hours 
per year for occasional fuel transfers, but is also deteriorated. 
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A complete overhaul of boilerhouses 2 and 3 and the steam dis- 
tribution system is needed to prevent operational failure of the entire 
fuel facility. In addition, construction of a 10-inch, aboveground, 
high-pressure steam cross-connection between the boiler plants, a line 
about 7,500 feet in length, will provide porase operating flexibility 
and permit elimination of boilerhouse No. 1 

Mr. Harpy. What is this? 

Admiral Arzs. This is a fuel distribution system. Taking the oil 
from the tanks and delivering them through long pipelines to the 
various piers where it is loaded on to ships for shipment overseas, 
for delivery to the fleet at sea. 

During the war it was badly deteriorated. Last year at one time 
a ship going to the Mediterranean was delayed in loading 4 days 
while they repaired the system. 

Mr. Kizpay. Without objection the item is approved. 

Admiral Arrrs. The second project is at the naval supply center, 
Norfolk, Va., for alterations within an existing building for installa- 
tion of electronic data processing machines, or EDPM, as it is called, 
at the estimated cost of $128,000. 

The use of EDPM will increase our effectiveness in the mainte- 
nance of stock control, financial inventory control and related rec- 
ordkeeping functions of the center. 

The increased flexibility and speed of this equipment will pro- 
vide additional useful management data for the continually increas- 
ing inventory and financial controls. 

"The proposed project will provide for modification of a 6,000- 
square-foot area in an existing building suitable for operation of the | 
rented equipment. The work will include installation of new floors, 
ceilings, partitions, special electrical power and lighting and air- 
conditioning. 

Mr. Kirrpay. Without objection, that is approved. 

Admiral Attes. The third and last of the continental supply facili- 
ties projects is at the naval supply center, Oakland, Calif. This 
project is the counterpart of the project I just described for the naval 
supply center at Norfolk. 

It will provide for modification of a 5,600-square-foot area on 
the third floor of an existing building for an EDPM installation. The 
estimated cost of this project is $146,000. 

Mr. Kirpay. Without objection, it is approved. 

Admiral Artes. Mr. Chairman, the next class of facilities in our 
military construction program is Marine Corps facilities. The repre- 
sentative of the Commandant, Marine Corps, General Allen, is not 
here to present the Marine Corps requirements. We understood the 
chairman wished to pass this class for the present and consider it 
later with the projects at California installations. 

Admiral Atmers. Mr. Chairman, the sixth class of facilities in the 
Navy’s program is ordnance facilities. The objective of this portion 
of our program is to provide and keep modern facilities ashore for 
effective support of the fleet with respect to conventional and new 
weapons. 

Introduction of new weapons into the fleet creates requirements 
for new support facilities ashore. In this program we are requesting 
authorization of 11 ordnance facilities projects at the total estimated 
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cost of $7,877,000. Four of these projects are at classified locations 
and are included in section 202 of the authorization bill. 

The first unclassified project is at the Naval Ammunition Depot, 
Bangor, Wash. It is for construction of a medium caliber ammuni- 
tion renovation facility at the cost of $86,000. This depot receives, 
renovates, maintains, stores and issues ammunition, explosives and 
technical ordnance material. The proposed project involves the con- 
struction of four defuzing cells for ammunition overhaul in one corner 
of the existing ammunition production building; the addition of a 
concrete block pumproom to the building; and construction of a con- 
crete block pumproom to the building; and construction of a concrete 
and earth safety barricade, 14 feet high, on the exterior of the build- 
ing opposite the blowout walls of the defuzing cells. The cell walls 
are 2 feet thick, 14 feet high reinforced conerete on three sides with 
the fourth wall built of concrete block having special blast windows 
to vent explosives. When this project is completed it will allow us 
to reduce the Bremerton Annex of the depot to maintenance status. 
The annex is now used only for renovation work, which, with the 
combination of fleet return and renovation of stored ammunition, 
amounts to about 1,100 tons annually. The cost of security and 
maintenance for the Bremerton Annex is about $200,000 annually. 
This amount could be saved by provision of the requested facility 
at Bangor and there would be no appreciable increase in costs at the 


depot. 

Mtr Kirpay. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Admiral Ares. Mr. Chairman, the 5th Ordnance facilities project 
is for construction of a vibration test facility at an estimated cost of 
$44,000 at the Naval Proving Ground, Dahlgren, Va. This station 
serves as the Navy’s prime agency in the field of computation, data 
processing, ballistics and related functions with respect to guns and 
ammunition. 

A unique Navy problem is the storage of assembled missiles and 
nuclear weapons under prolonged vibration. This project is for 
construction of a 40-foot by 50-foot steel frame structure containing 
a 10-foot-square concrete pit for installation of an existing, Govern- 
ment-owned vibrator, plus, for safety reasons, the remodeling of an 
existing bombproof structure 150 feet from the vibrator building for 
use as the control center. The proposed facility will permit realistic 
evaluation of the Navy’s problems in this field under simulated trans- 
portation and shipboard vibration environments. 

Mr. Kipay. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Admiral Ars. The next project is for construction at the Nava] 
Ammunition Depot, Hingham, Mass., of a guided-missile support 
facility to cost $694,000. The mission of this depot has only minor 
variations from the missions of the Bangor, Wash., and Concord, 
Calif., depots I previously described. This facility is required to 
process and ready Talos guided missiles for issue to the fleet. It will 
provide the second such facility on the east coast, the other being at 
Yorktown, Va. At this facility will be performed the hazardous 
operations of assembling warheads to the missiles and fueling the 
missiles. The project consists of construction of an 80 foot wide by 
158-foot-long warhead assembly and fueling building and the related 
utilities to make a complete and usable facility. 
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This is similar to that at Bangor, and Concord, where we process 
and ready Talos guided missiles for issue to the fleet. 

Mr. Kizpay. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Admiral Ares. The seventh and final unclassified Ordnance facili- 
ties project, Mr. Chairman, is for construction at the Naval Ordnance 
Laboratory, White Oak, Md., of facilities to modernize the aero- 
ballistic facilitiy at the estimated cost of $ $601,000. The work of this 
laboratory is principally in the fields of fanen explosives, warheads, 
mines, depth charges, torpedoes, bombs, and missiles. It also con- 
ducts research and evaluation in aerodynamics and ballistics. In the 
latter field—aerodynamics—for which the proposed project is re- 
quired. It will consist of the installation of a new test section and 
associated equipment for pressurization of the 40 by 40 centimeter 
wind tunnel No. 2, including an air passage, control devices and 
valves to operate the tunnel up to 10 atmospheres. This is part of a 
plan for continued modernization of the NOL supersonic wind tun- 
nels. The effects obtained in this tunnel are of critical concern in 
determining the stability and flight characteristics of ordnance and 
missiles. 

In addition, the pressurization would directly benefit all investiga- 
tions which require similarity studies, such as heat transfer, surface 
friction, base pressure and wake characteristics. If the project is not 
accomplished, the NOL will be unable to perform its mission as it 
pertains to aero-ballistics and hypersonic speeds, research and de- 
velopment of projectiles, bombs, guided missiles and airplanes. 

Mr. Kinpay. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Admiral Armezs. Admiral Quinn is here and has his statement. 

Admiral Quinn. The objective of the military construction pro- 
gram of the Bureau of Ordnance is to provide and maintain facilities 
ashore for effective support of the fleet. These facilities are required 
to peepee a balanced program of research, development, test, 
manufacture, storage, distribution, and issue of conventional ordnance 
and ammunition, ballistic missiles, guided missiles, and nuclear 
weapons. 

The development of new weapons for our Navy has generated re- 
quirements for a series of new support facilities. In some instances 
these new weapons-support facilities can be satisfied by modifying 
existing structures and where possible this has been done. In the ma- 
jority of cases, however, new facilities must be constructed. At the 
same time the Bureau’s facilities for research and development must 
be modernized and a few new ones constructed in order that the Navy 
will have the means to develop the higher performance weapons re- 
quired in the future. 

The Bureau of Ordnance has endeavored to maintain a balanced 
program between facilities required for direct fleet support and fa- 
cilities required for research and development. In recent years, due 
to budgetary limitations, the annual military construction programs, 
as finally approved and funded, have fallen short of this objective. 
There is a deficiency in respect to research and development facilities 
and the fiscal year 1959 program is no exception. The urgency of 
certain fleet-support items, has necessitated their being assigned higher 
priorities than items for research and development. 

The limited objective of the Bureau’s fiscal year 1959 program will 
provide for: 
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First: Development and test facilities in support of the fleet bal- 
listics-missile program. 

Second: Two antisubmarine warfare-support facilities in combina- 
tion with nuclear-ordnance facilities, one on the east coast and one on 
the west coast of the United States. 

Third: Two guided-missile support facilities, one on the east coast 
and one on the west coast of the United States. 

Finally: A small group of other facilities required to augment the 
capabilities of the Ordnance Shore Establishment. 

The dollar value of each of these sections with its corresponding 
percentage of the total program is as follows: 








Number of Cost in | Percent of 
Section items thousands | total pro- 
gram 
3 er 2 LETRA oN) BS ts Roth ese hed) aoe Be Te es 

ke at A. “cee Seed sta ets a hei eototte-conmeaiieiets 1 $1, 377 17.5 
ASW and nuclear ordnance..-.............-.,---..2---sse0e- 2 1, 774 22.5 
Guided missiles_...........-.- ee Pe: sn lila cael aaiaeatiilial | 2 3, 211 40.8 
OUT WR ose sea se oso ils ciedas Ale Aiiseavddiees | 7 | 1,515 | 19. 2 

OUND ol nnn sre erent ae eee oe 12 | 7,877 | 100 


following: 











Number of Costin | Percent of 
Section | items | thousands program 
of dollars 
sche etic acgalyinshihilh isis Aaaadihislitsilercalsliiiniphehamcideinksple Sse bb iets Janel _— 
Research and development. -.......-..---- b. Cosh 4 | 1, 155 | 14.6 
TE CON se te cen eee cesebhacesenmminnanl 1 86 | 1.1 
Security and storage.__......_- ri gs 28 --| 2 274 | 3.5 
7 Otinweas saute hate tan eee ; Lcd onalenieetel | 7 1, 515 | 19. 2 


Completion of this fiscal year 1959 military construction program 
will provide (1) additional test and development facilities required 
for the fleet ballistics missile, (2) the additional tidewater facilities 
required for servicing the fleet with ASW and nuclear weapons and 
guided missiles, and (3) a small portion of the facilities needed for 
research and development. 

Admiral AiLes. The next project, or the next class of projects, is 
the Bureau of Naval Personnel which sponsors service-school facilities. 

I have the statement of the Chief of Naval Personnel and, if I may, 
I will have him present that. 

Admiral Lee, Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, it is 
an honor and a privilege to appear before you in support of that por- 
tion of the fiscal year 1959 military construction program sponsored by 
the Chief of Naval Personnel. 

In consonance with assigned responsibilities, the Chief of Naval 
Personnel is sponsoring a program designed to provide a balance be- 
tween correction of deficiencies in personnel facilities and the need 
to keep pace with rapidly changing training requirements. 

The complexities of modern naval warfare demand technically 
trained personnel in ever-increasing numbers. To meet modern re- 
quirements in this area, authorization is requested for four training 
items. 
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First, the rapid development of guided missiles for employment in 
the fleet necessitates additional facilities for guided missile training 
at the Fleet Air Defense Training Center, Dam Neck, Va. This aug- 
mentation will meet accelerated training requirements and correct a 
deficiency in training capacity which will exist commencing in fiscal 
year 1961. 

Second, facilities are needed at the Naval Training Center, Great 
Lakes, Ill., for training personnel to man nuclear-powered surface 
ships. Great Lakes has been selected for this school since it is cen- 
trally located and has most of the basic technical schools which will 
furnish the input for the nuclear school. 

Third, to provide trained communications personnel for the fleet in 
the quantity required, and to rectify an increasingly unsatisfactory 
condition in the material readiness of communications equipment, ex- 
pansion of the communications school at the Naval Training Center, 
San Diego, Calif., is required. This additional capacity will permit 
basic radioman training for more men, inclusion of equipment main- 
tenance training, and establishment of advanced technical courses. 

Fourth, in addition, the program contains one classified item to pro- 
vide a facility for submarine F BM team training. 

Also contained in this program is replacement of the substandard 
academic facilities now in use at the Armed Forces Staff College, 
Norfolk, Va. Existing structures were converted on a very austere 
basis from temporary, World War II barracks as an interim measure 
to permit initiation of the first course in 1946. These converted struc- 
tures fall far short of meeting space requirements, and have created 
unrealistic operating conditions which reduce the effectiveness of the 
training afforded to selected officers of all services. 

Another item provides for retrenchment of facilities at the receiv- 
ing station in Anacostia. This retrenchment is necessary due to con- 
struction of the Anacostia Freeway which is scheduled to enter the 
property in September 1958 and pass completely through the station 
during calendar year 1959. 

The electronic maneuvering board system at the Naval War College, 
Newport, R. I., nearing completion, has been developed for use by 
the college, fleet operational commanders, and the Chief of Naval Op- 
erations in examining and exploring new operational concepts in keep- 
ing with advanced weapons development. To keep this installation 
fully operational, adequate air-conditioning capacity must be installed 
to protect electronic equipment valued in excess of $6 million. 

The final item completes the two new dormitory wings at the United 
States Naval Academy, Annapolis, Md. The foundations were author- 
ized in fiscal year 1958. The additional space will relieve the over- 
crowded conditions under which midshipmen long have been required 
to live. 

The program outlined above represents a careful screening of many 
items included in the overall plan for replacement of overage and de- 
teriorated facilities and augmentation of our training potential. Each 
item depicts an urgent need of a realistic and permanent nature. 

Admiral Artes. Congressman Durham, last year we talked about 
the extensions to Bancroft Hall, sir. 

Mr. Chairman, our Bureau of Naval Personnel sponsors service- 
school facilities. This is the seventh class of facilities in the Navy’s 
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program. It consists of eight projects at continental stations at the 
total estimated cost of $26,717,000. One of the projects is included in 
section 202 of the bill. The other seven projects are unclassified and 
are included in section 201. The primary aim of the Bureau, which the 
proposed projects support, is to train naval personnel in various aspects 
of naval operation. 

The first project, Mr. Chairman, is at the Naval Academy, Annap- 
olis, Md., for construction of the dormitory at the estimated cost of 
$14,200,000. This will provide for erection of the superstructure of 
the Bancroft Hall extension. The first increment, authorized last 
year in the amount of $1,602,000, provided for construction of the 
foundations for the extension. The existing dormitory is designed for 
a normal occupancy of 2,500 midshipmen, but over 3,609 are now on 
board. This inordinately overcrowded condition reduces the capa- 
bility of the Academy to provide qualified officers for the Navy. 
Crowding prevents effective study, creates dissatisfaction and resultant 
lowering of morale, and reduces the effectiveness of the academic pro- 
gram. The mission of the Academy is to provide midshipmen with 
basic education and knowledge of the naval profession; to develop 
them morally, mentally, and physically; and by precept and example 
to indoctrinate them with the highest ideals of duty, honor, and 
loyalty in order that they may develop in mind and character to as- 
sume the highest responsibilities of citizenship and government. The 
capabilities of the Academy to carry out this mission are retarded by 
the present inadequacies. The brigade strength is expected to remain 
at about the present level of 3,600 midshipmen, so that there is an 
urgent need to increase the capacity of the dormitory by 1,100 spaces. 
The proposed project will satisfy this need. 

Mr. Kripay. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Admiral Artes. Last year we had the foundation and the definitive 
plans. This year we have the money to build the two wings and 
finish them. 

Mr. Kitpay. The next item—— 

Admiral Ares. The second project in this class is at the Fleet Air 
Defense Training Center, Dam Neck, Va., for construction of an 
annex to the Guided Missiles School, at the estimated cost of $1,184,000. 
This center has been developed to provide operational training in all 
aspects of naval air defense, to provide logistic support of the United 
States Naval Guided Missiles School, and to provide training and 
support in various related fields. 

The recent decision to accelerate development of guided missiles 
imposes a parallel responsibility to step up the training of the critically 
needed skills in the operational maintenance and repair of guided 
missiles and associated equipment. No matter how effective the afloat 
training might be, a comprehensive knowledge of missiles must be 
achieved prior to shipboard assignment. The existing school building 
has been constructed to permit ready expansion. The proposed ex- 
tension will be in phase with the need to train additional personnel. 
It will provide about 37,000 square feet of floor space in a masonry 
two-story building, of similar construction to the existing building. 
It will have 25 classrooms, library, 2 shops, and administrative space. 
In addition to the classroom equipment and utilities needed to make 
the facility operable, the project will include conversion of 8 craftsman 
type classrooms in the present building into 4 laboratories. 
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Mr. Kitpay. Any questions on this item? Without objection, the 
item is approved. 

Admiral Arxrs. Project No. 3, gentlemen, is at the naval receiving 
station, District of Columbia, to provide for retrenchment of facilities 
at the estimated cost of $650,000. The basic mission of the station is 
to receive, process, house, mess, clothe, pay, and transfer transient 
personnel and to provide logistic support of other designated activities 
as necessary. During and since World War II, this activity with 
several schools as tenants, has occupied the present site in Anacostia 
Park under terms of Department of Interior permits. These permits 
have long since expired and our repeated efforts to renew the permits 
have been unsuccessful. In the meantime, plans have been made for 
construction of the Anacostia Freeway, part of the inner-belt super- 
highwa ysystem. It will pass through this activity, with construc- 
tion reaching this site sometime this year and continuing through 
next year. A number of station facilities are inside the freeway right- 

of-way. These include the bachelor officers’ quarters, brig, fire station, 
all three existing usable steam plants, electrical substations, Navy 
exchange gas station, barracks, cold storage, and dry store provisions 
warehouse, other storage buildings and naval training publications 
center. 

The right-of-way also passes through or affects 21 other buildings 
and the utility systems. Since the end of World War II the Depart- 
ment of Interior has been requesting that the station be removed 
from its property so that the area can be developed into a public 
recreation area. No suitable area has yet been found for relocating 
the station and no reasonable estimate can be made as to when 
a substitute site and facilities could be available for the purpose. A 
new station should be within reasonable commuting distance from 
the Navy Department as many of the personnel who are housed and 
subsisted at the station work at the Pentagon, main Navy Building 
and the several annexes. If the station were to be accommodated 
at Arlington Barracks and the Naval Gun Factory, it would still be 
necessary to grant quarters and subsistence allowances to approxi- 
mately 900 enlisted personnel. 

This allowance would be $128.40 per person per month, as com- 
pared to the estimated cost of $68 for the Navy to house and feed 
each man. The additional cost for the Navy to allow the 900 men 
to live in the city would be approximately $653,000 annually. We 
believe this alternative plan would accentuate disciplinary and morale 
problems to an unacceptable degree. Consequently, the Navy pro- 
poses the retrenchment of existing facilities as the most reasonable 
solution to the problem until adequate facilities can be provided 
at a new location. This includes the partial demolishment of build- 
ings which encroach on the freeway right-of-way, construction of 
new enclosures and partitioning rearrangements and modification of 
interior utilities; relocation of the basic station utilities, security 
fence and access roads; and construction of a new boiler house and 
electric substation. 

This is over in Anacostia and they are building a highway right 
through our receiving station. 

Mr. Kirpay. What facilities will this provide? 
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Admiral Ares. It will not provide any facilities, sir. It is to 
provide for rerouting many of our utilities, opening up other steam 
plants and things like that, chopping off buildings to let this high- 
way go through there. In other words, the highway is coming right 
through the corner of the station and we are going to have to de- 
molish buildings and everything to clear the way for it. 

Mr. Harpy. We are going to spend all this money on a facility we 
are getting ready to abandon. 

Admiral Ares. Yes, sir. It will be about 5 years before we 
abandon it. This is absolutely the minimum we can get along with 
and still live with that highway going right through our facilities. 

Mr. Kitpay. Who is putting the highway through, Federal or the 
State 4 

Mr. Smarr. The Federal Government; it is part of the Jones Point 
operation. 

Mr. Harpy. This ought to be charged to the Bureau of Public. 
Roads and not to the Navy. 

Admiral AtLes. We are just protecting our facilities with it. 

Mr. Harpy. Protecting your facilities, if you have to chop them 
off. ; 

Admiral Aires. When we chop them off, we have to put another 
bulkhead up to keep the weather out. 

Mr. Harpy. They are going to chop them off. 

Admiral Ares. We have to clear the way for them. 

Mr. Rivers. Does this Jones Point Bridge affect the property over 
in Alexandria ? 

Admiral Attes. No, sir; it goes across well below that, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. You know for a bridge built by the District of Colum- 
bia, nobody paid for that but the District of Columbia. The State 
of Virginia never paid for it and never will for 10,000 years. 

Mr. Kitpay. The project is approved. 

Admiral Aires. The fourth project is at the Naval Training Cen- 
ter, Great Lakes, Ill., for construction of a nuclear power school, at 
the estimated cost of $1,368,000. This training center provides basic 
indoctrination—recruit training—for enlisted personnel and primary, 
advanced and specialized training for officer and enlisted personnel 
of the Regular Navy and the Naval Reserve. ‘To keep pace with the 
nuclear powered surface ship program, it will be necessary by 1961 
to train about 589 enlisted men and 68 officers annually. On the basis 
of a 6-month course, we will require facilities for an on-board load 
of 295 enlisted men and 34 officers. The only available facility— 
AEC-owned—is at Idaho Falls, Idaho, which has a capacity of 180 
students. When this project is completed the space used for academic 
training at Idaho Falls will be utilized for increased operator train- 
ing. Expansion of the Idaho Falls facilities would be impracticable 
since there are no support facilities. The Great Lakes Training 
Center has these facilities plus the basic schools which will provide 
the input for the nuclear school. The proposed school will be a 
two-story, T-shaped masonry structure with about 29,900 square feet 
of floorspace. Spaces will be provided for classrooms; control, phys- 
ics, electrical, electronic and radioisotype laboratories; mockup and 
model rooms; study rooms; classified storage; welding shop; in- 
structors offices; toilets and service spaces. 
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It will include nuclear training equipment and the necessary utili- 
ties. The construction will require demolition of a World War II, 
temporary wood messhall for preparation of the site of the new 
structure. 

Mr. Harpy. Is this to train naval enlisted personnel or will it 
school civilians ¢ 

Admiral Armes. It is naval personnel only. For officers and en- 
listed men in the handling of nuclear power in ships. 

Mr. Kinpay. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Admiral Ares. Later in the bill we have a Capehart housing 
project at Great Lakes for 425 units. 

The next project, gentlemen, is at the Naval War College, Newport, 
R. L., for provision of fire protection and air conditioning in Sims 
Hall, at the cost of $273,000. The mission of the Naval War College 
is to further understanding of the fundamentals of warfare, inter- 
national relations, and interservice operations, with emphasis on 
their applications to future naval warfare, in order to prepare officers 
for higher command. 

A prototype electronic maneuvering board system valued in ex- 
cess of $6 million has. been progressively developed and installed in 
Sims Hall. It is nearing completion, but two auxiliary elements 
must still be provided: 

When in full operation it will be used about half the time by the 
college and the remaining 50 percent of the time by the forces afloat 
and the offices of the Chief of Naval Operations. 

During its operation considerable heat is generated and, to take 
care of this condition, an air-conditioning system of 80 tons capacity 
was originally installed. Due to many component modifications in 
the system, the existing air-conditioning plant has become inadequate 
to meet the cooling load. It will be replaced, under this project, with 
a plant of 200 tons capacity. In addition, the project will provide 
for installation of a sprinkler and ultrasensitive fire alarm system 
in the interest of safety and the preservation of a large Government 
investment. 

Mr. Kirpay. Any questions on this item? Without objection, the 
item is approved. 

Admiral Arms. The sixth project is at the Armed Forces Staff 
College, Norfolk, Va. The mission of the college is to educate selected 
senior officers of the Armed Forces in joint and combined operations, 
including the organization and planning thereof. 

The Navy has “been assigned the responsibility to furnish the physi- 
cal plant of this high level, joint, graduate military college. Con- 
sequently, the Naval Administrative Command administers the prop- 
erty and naval personnel in support of the college and provides 
administrative and logistic support for the fac ulty and students. 
The project for which we are requesting author ization, is for con- 
struction of an academic and administration building, estimated to 

cost $4,648,000. The Joint Chiefs of Staff, after exhaustive study, 
have made the decision that the college should remain on its present 
site and that immediate steps should be taken to replace the existing 
and substandard facilities. These facilities were converted on a very 
austere basis from temporary barracks at a World War II Naval 
Receiving Station as an interim measure to permit operation in 1946, 
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The facilities are not functionally designed for this purpose; are 
not conducive to efficient academic operation nor to providing effective 
security ; and cannot feasibly be altered to provide adequate facilities. 
These substandard and unrealistic conditions not only promote in- 
efficiency but reduce the effectiveness of the educational program. 

The requirements are unique due to the highly motinlioal func- 
tional security-type curriculum. The proposed building will be of 
austere design and construction. It will be a four-story masonry 
structure, containing student-seminar rooms, faculty preparation 
spaces, student office-study space, rehearsal rooms, library, document 
vaults, map-chart and film libraries, photographic laboratory, lec- 
ture hall and facilities for designing and preparation training aids. 

Mr. Keiiener. This was in the program last year and perhaps the 
year before, but was deleted by the Bureau of the Budget last year. 

Admiral Ares. They have deferred it for 2 years now. This 
is the first time they have finally moved it up. 

Mr. Kirpay. Is there any further question ? 

Mr. Norsiap. There is no Budget Bureau objection to it ? 

Admiral Arrrs. No, sir. 

Mr. Kripay. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Next is “Medical facilities.” 

Admiral Hogan. Mr. Chairman, gentlemen, the objectives of the 
program under the sponsorship of the Bureau of Medicine and Sur- 
gery in the fiscal year 1959 military construction program are to 
achieve a part of an orderly plan for replacement of obsolete, tem- 
porary facilities constructed during World War I or II by the re- 
taco of such facilities with permanent construction at a naval 

ospital in the Continental United States; and to provide additional 
facilities at this hospital for the study and treatment of personnel 
who have been exposed to ionizing radiation. 

In consonance with our objectives the Bureau of Medicine and 
Surgery portion of the Navy’s military construction program for 
fiscal year 1959, consists of the following two items for which author- 
ization in the amount of $8,503,000 is requested : 

1. A 258-bed replacement of temporary hospital facilities by per- 
manent construction at the National Naval Medical Center, Bethesda, 
Md., $7,788,000. 

Replacement of these temporary facilities will provide modern 
surgical, clinical, and inpatient facilities in air-conditioned perma- 
nent buildings which will meet the projected peacetime requirement in 
permanent constructionfor the naval hospital. 

2. Construction of a radiation exposure evaluation building, at 
the National Naval Medical Center, Bethesda, Md., $715,000. This 
facility is urgently required to provide a low background counting 
chamber and laboratory facilities, wherein personnel who are insidi- 
ously or accidentally exposed to ionizing radiation especially from 
nuclear-powered ships, can be safely and thoroughly studied and 
cared for by utilizing the latest equipment and most recent advances 
in treatment by specialists in this field. 

I shall be happy to furnish any additional details of the above 
items that you may desire. 


20066—58—No. 86-23 
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Admiral Airs. Mr. Chairman, we have 1 — in the medical 
facilities class, consisting of 2 line items at the National Naval Medi- 
cal Center, Bethesda, Md. ., at the total estimated cost. of $8,503,000. 

The mission of the Center is, in summary, to provide general clin- 
ical and hospitalization services for the military personnel of the 
three services and for their dependents, and to provide certain special- 
ized treatment. 

The first line item is for replacement of hospital facilities at the esti- 
mated cost of $7,788,000. The buildings to be replaced are dete- 
riorated, obsolete, temporary wood wards, built in World War II, are 
infested with termites, require excessive maintenance, and are a fire 
hazard. 

In addition, the present pre-World War II designed operating suite 
is grossly inadequate for the complicated surgical procedures cur- 
rently accomplished, is bisected by a main passageway between offices, 
auditorium, and second-floor rotunda, and cannot be expanded as a 
long-range permanent facility to provide the required five additional 
operating rooms, recovery room, and surgical supply. The passageway 
is now used for anesthesia induction and rec overy. 

The proposed line item will provide two wing additions to the exist- 
ing permanent building consisting of dependents clinical facilities and 
108 beds for dependents, new surgical facilities, neuropsychiatric 
facilities and 150 beds, and consolidation, replacement of galley facili- 
ties, and a chapel. 

The second line item is for construction of a radiation exposure 
evaluation building at the estimated cost of $715,000. An ionizing 
radiation exposure evaluation facility at this Medical Center is 
urgently required to provide a low background counting chamber and 
radioisotope laboratory facilities. 

With this facility, Navy personnel who are accidentally exposed to 
ionizing radiation, especially from nuclear-powered ships, can be 
safely and thoroughly studied and cared for by utilizing the latest 
equipment and most recent advances in treatment by specialists in 
this field. 

The proposed building will be 3 stories with 8,100 square feet of 
floor space and will be designed to minimize outside radiation effects 
on sensitive instruments. 

This is to replace most of those wooden structures you have out 
there by an addition to the hospital. 

The second line item is for construction of a radiation exposure 
evaluation building at an estimated cost of $715,000. 

It is intended to include in that rebuilding of the hospital, a chapel 
for the use of the patients in the hospital. 

Mr. Kupay. Is there any further question on this item ? 

If not, the item is approved. 

The next is communication facilities. 

Captain Dorsey. The naval communication military construction 
program for fiscal year 1959 requires authorization in the amount 
of $40,572,000 for 4 projects, of which 1 is in the continental United 
States, and 3 are in foreign countries 

These projects are the most urgent communication projects which 
support the program objectives of the Department of the Navy, and 
are of such importance to classified programs as to require action in 
the fiscal year 1959 military construction program. 
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These projects have been developed in consonance with military con- 
struction criteria, are phased to equipment delivery dates, timed to 
operational requirements, and are designed to meet approved program 
objectives as follows: f ; 

(a) A project in northeastern Maine is designed to provide ex- 
tended communications coverage in the North Atlantic, and in par- 
ticular, to provide reliable communications to submerged submarines. 

(b) Three items overseas provide improved communications re- 
quired by a classified project. et 

Admiral Artes This is class 9 of our items for communication facili- 
ties. Included in this group are 1 continental project and 3 overseas 
projects in the total amount of $40,572,000. 

The purpose of this class of facilities is to provide reliable, secure, 
and rapid communication primarily for control of the operating 
forces, and, secondarily, to facilitate administration of the Naval 
Establishment. 

The continental project is for construction of 4 line items at the 
naval radio station, Washington County, Maine, in the amount of 
$38,654,000. 

The mission of this station is to provide very low frequency trans- 
mitting facilities to support the operation of submarine and surface 
forces and special communication functions in the North Atlantic and 
Arctic areas. 

Construction of the 4 line items in this project is being programed 
in phase with the overall development plans for the station. 

The first line item is for the fuel facility at the estimated cost of 
$887,000. This is essential for operation of the diesel powerplant 
which will supply electrical power, light, and heat to the station. 
This item will provide for construction of a fuel-handling pier for 
tanker docking; underground tanks of 11,300-barrel capacity for 
storage of the diesel fuel oil, and the associated pipelines. 

The next item will provide for construction of antenna facilities 
at the estimated cost of $21,664,000. It will consist of the aboveground 
antenna, the buried ground system, and 2 helix houses, each having 
10,000 square feet of floor area. 

The antennas will consist of 2 radial systems each 4,725 feet wide 
and 6,060 feet long, supported on 13 towers varying in height from 
nearly 800 to 1,000 feet. ‘The system will include provision for 
de-icing. 

The third line item will provide for construction of utilities and 
ground improvements at the estimated cost of $13,475,000. The na- 
ture of this station required that it be isolated; consequently, it 
must be self-supporting with respect to all its utilities. 

This item will provide the second increment in the phased develop- 
ment of the utilities, including site improvement and final grading 
in the antenna and administrative areas, underground power distribu- 
tion, water and sewerage systems, roads, and drainage. 

The last item in this project is for electric power facilities at the 
estimated cost of $2,628,000. This is for the second and final incre- 
ment for construction of the station powerplant. 

The first increment was authorized last year in the amount of $2,417,- 
000. The powerplant, 20,000 square feet of floor area, will house 7 
standard 1,250-kilowatt diesel generators and the related equipment. 
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_ This plant will be the most essential and basic utility of the sta- 
tion, since it will generate the power, heat, and light needed for all 
facilities of the station. 

Mr. Kixpay. I notice this is a large project, and we will have to 
adjourn shortly after 11:45, so we might as well stop here. 

When does the chairman want to meet ? 

Mr. Kewitener. On Monday at 9 o’clock. 

Mr. Norsiap. If you want to contact me about Andrews Field, I 
will be in my office all afternoon. 

Mr. Kitpay. The committee is adjourned until 9 o’clock Monday 
morning. 

(Whereupon, at 11:45 a. m., the committee adjourned to reconvene 
at 9 a.m., Monday, June 2, 1958.) 


House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
COMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, 
Washington, D.C., Monday, June 2, 1958. 

The committee met at 9:15 a. m., Hon. Carl Vinson, chairman, 
presiding. 

The CHarrman. Let the committee come to order. 

This is a continuation of the hearing on H. R. 12360, the public 
works bill. 

I want to thank Mr. Kilday and the other members of the commit- 
tee for the hearing they carried on last Thursday. I see from the bill 
that they made considerable progress. It was most constructive. 

Now, I find that we are down at page 

Mr. Keiiener. Page 21. 

The Cuarrman. 21 of the bill. “Communication facilities, naval 
radio station, Washington County, Maine: Operational and training 
facilities, and utilities and ground improvements, $38,654,000.” 

Now, where is that item in this book, Mr. Kelleher ? 

Mr. KevieHer. Page 52, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHarrMan. 52% 

Mr. Keniener. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Now, Admiral Ailes, what statement have you to 
submit to the committee in regard to this item ? 

Admiral Armes. Mr. Chairman, as we completed Thursday, the 
chairman had just inserted Captain Dorsey's, the Director of Naval 
Communications 

The Cuarrman. I can’t hear you, sir. 

Admiral Anes. As we completed the session on Thursday, the 
chairman had agreed to insert in the record Captain Dorsey’s state- 
ment. Captain Dorsey is Director of Naval Communications, sir. 
Then we were to go on with the detail of this item, sir. 

The Cuarrman. All right, put Captain Dorsey’s statement in the 
record. 

Now, this is communication facility, naval radio station, Wash- 
ington County, Maine? 

Admiral Ags. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Fuel facilities, $887,000; very low frequency an- 
tennas, $21 million; utilities and ground improvement, $13 million; 
electric power facilities, $2,628,000; making a total of $38,654,000. 
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Admiral Ates. This is class 9 of our items for communication 
facilities. Included in this group are 1 continental project and 3 
overseas projects in the total amount of $40,572,000. 

The purpose of this class of facilities is to provide reliable, secure, 
and rapid communication primarily for control of the operating 
forces, and secondarily to facilitate administration of the Nava 
Establishment. 

The continental project is for construction of four line items at the 
Naval Radio Station, Washington County, Maine, in the amount of 
$38,654,000. 

The mission of this station is to provide very low frequency trans- 
mitting facilities to support the operation of submarine and surface 
forces and special communication functions in the North Atlantic 
and Arctic areas. 

Construction of the four line items in this project is being pro- 
gramed in phase with the overall development plans for the station. 

The first line item is for the fuel facility at. the estimated cost of 
$887,000. This is essential for operation of the diesel powerplant 
which will supply electrical power, light, and heat to the station. 
This item will provide for construction of a fuel handling pier for 
tanker docking; underground tanks of 11,300 barrels capacity for 
storage of the diesel fuel oil, and the associated pipelines. 

The next item will provide for construction of antenna facilities at 
the estimated cost of $21,664,000. It will consist of the aboveground 
antenna, the buried ground system and 2 Helix houses, each having 
10,000 square feet of floor area. 

The antennas will consist of 2 radial systems each 4,725 feet wide 
and 6,060 feet long, supported on 13 towers varying in height from 
nearly 800 to 1,000 feet. The system will include provision for de- 
icing. 

The third line item will provide for construction of utilities and 
ground improvements at the estimated cost of $13,475,000. The 
nature of this station required that it be isolated, consequently, it 
must be self-supporting with respect to all its utilities. 

This item will srovide the second increment in the phased develop- 
ment of the utilities, including site improvement and final grading in 
the antenna and adminstrative areas, underground power distribu- 
tion, water and sewerage systems, roads, and drainage. 

The last item in this project is for electric power facilities at the 
estimated cost of $2,628,000. This is for the second and final incre- 
ment for construction of the station powerplant. 

The first increment was authorized last year in the amount of 
$2,417,000. The powerplant, 20,000 square feet in floor area, will 
house 7 standard 1,250-kilowatt diesel generators and the related 
equipment. 

This plant will be the most essential and basic utility of the station, 
since it will generate the power, heat, and light needed for all facilities 
of the station. 

The Cuatrman. How much on that item did you have unfunded 
from last year ? 

Admiral Aires. Nothing, sir. 

Mr. Kettener. Nothing. 

The Cuatrman. How high do these items stand in your priority? 
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Admiral Atres. This is right at the top of our priority, sir. This 
is grouped with our Polaris pr roject, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Then you intend 

Admiral Ares. It supports the Polaris program, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Then you intend to ask the Appropriations Com- 
mittee for the money ¢ 

Admiral Aires. Every bit of it, yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. This is No. 1 in your priority ? 

Admiral Ares. In this first group of top priority projects in our 
funding list, sir. 

The CuHatrrmMan. How have you broken down your priorities? In 
different groups ? 

Admiral Artes. To meet our program, in the overall the top ones 
are related to certain programs, yes, sir. 

The Crarrman. All right. 

Can you break down for the committee and show your priorities in 
the different—I imagine you have it: 1, 2, 3, and 4—show what you 
have in this bill that you put in No. 1, what you put in No. 2, what 
you put in No. 3, and what you put in No.4? 

Admiral Aires. We have a complete funding list, yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. You have? 

Admiral A1rgs. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. That list 

Admiral Atres. That list has been submitted to the Secretary of 
Defense and it is under consideration now in the Bureau of the 
Budget, sir. 

The Cuarrman. How much of the one hundred and some odd mil- 
lion dollars—of the billion dollars that you are asking from Congress, 
are you funding for the Navy ? 

Admiral Ames. We are asking for every item in this authorization 
bill, which is in our funding list. 

The Cuarrman. Every item ? 

Admiral Arzes. Yes, sir. 

The Cuateman. Your item is three hundred-and-some-odd million 
dollars 

Admir al ArLes. $301 million, sir. 

The Cuarrman. And how much is the Department of Defense ask- 
ing thecommittee? I forget the figure. 

What was it, Mr. Kelleher ? 

Admiral Ares. In our funding list, we are asking for four 
hundred—— 

The Cuarrman. No. 

Mr. Kelleher, what was the total amount asked of the Appropria- 
tions Committee ? 

Mr. Keiiener. One billion six nine. 

The CHatrman. One billion six nine. 

Mr. Keiiener. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Now, out of one billion six nine, you have some 
three hundred and odd million dollars. 

Admiral Arres. $301 million, yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. And you are e asking for that full amount / 

Admiral Armes. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. And 
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Admiral Armes. Our funding list is $414 million. So it is made up 
of not only these projects but some old authorization that we are trying 
to clean up, sir, and get down to a current basis. 

Mr. Rivers. Could I ask him a question, Mr. Chairman ? 

The CuarrMan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. If we should insert—Admiral Ailes, if we should insert 
money for the Polaris bases, which is a result of your additional money 
having been put in the appropriations bill for the Polaris submarines, 
are you going to ask for those bases? 

Admiral A1res. It would be necessary for us to take something off 
the funding bill, unless we got additional dollars for that purpose, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. You got the additional dollars. You got additional 
dollars for the submarines. And if we write in here a Polaris base, 
you will ask the Appropriations Committee for it? 

Admiral Ams. Yes, sir, I believe we will. 

Mr. Rivers. You believe you will? You ought to know. 

Admiral Armes. Well, it is a matter of going back to get additional 
dollars that we can add to the funding list once it is authorized, sir. 

The CHatrmMan. Now, let me develop that. 

I understand the Appropriations ‘Committee has made available 
6 more Polaris submarines—money for 6 more Polaris submarines; 
is that correct? 

Admiral Arms. I think four more, sir. 

Mr. Ketirener. For a total of nine, Mr. Chairman. 

Admiral Ares. A total of nine. We had 5, and they raised it to 9, 
as I understand it from the papers. 

The Cuarrman. A total of nine? 

Admiral Args. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. How long will it be before those submarines will be 
brought in commission, how many years, these four? Three years? 

Mr. Smart. The Secretary of Defense has not agreed to construct 
them, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHarrman. What? 

Mr. Smart. The Secretary of Defense has not agreed to construct 
the additional four. 

The Carman. Has not agreed to construct them ? 

Mr. Smarr. No, sir. This is an excess over the request of the Depart- 
ment and no decision has been reached yet as to whether or not he 
would build them even though the funds are appropriated. 

The CuarrMan. Now, wait 1 minute. 

Then, he has agreed to build five? 

Mr. Smarr. Yes, sir. 

Admiral Ames. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. And five are being built ? 

Admiral Arzzs. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. And when will they come into being? 

(Off the record.) 

Admiral Ames. It is about 2 or 3, possibly as many as 4-month 
intervals between boats, after that first one, sir. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

What facilities have you for taking care of the five? 

Admiral Ames. You mean in the way of building them, or 
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The Cuairman. No. I am talking about: Do you have to have 
some additional facilities to take care of the five? 

Admiral Ames. Yes, sir. We are going to have to have facilities 
for loading these submarines. 

The Cuarrman. Allright. 

Now, where have you made any provision for loading these five ? 

Admiral Artes. We have planned a base for this purpose. 

The Cuatrman. It is in this bill? 

Admiral Armes. No, sir. 

The Cuamman. Then 

Admiral Aires. We were planning to ask for it in 1960, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Then, you haven’t made any recommendations as to 
any base ? 

Mr. Rivers. Oh, yes, he has made a recommendation. 

Admiral Artes. We have made recommendations, yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Have they been approved ¢ 

Admiral A1zs. It has been approved within the Navy, but not 
approved beyond there, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Allright. It hasn’t been approved by the Depart- 
ment of Defense ’ 

Admiral Atres. No, sir. 

The Cuamman. Anchow long will it take you to contract the base ? 

Admiral Atrzs. It has been estimated up to 18 months. 

The Cuatrman. Then the base 

Admiral Armes. After it is started, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Then the base can be finished by the time the five 
submarines come into being ? 

Admiral A1zs. It would bea very close race on this. 

Mr. Rivers. On that conjecture, Mr. Chairman, they are not leaving 
anything on the breakthrough of the Polaris missile, which the Navy 
considers No. 1 priority, and in addition it doesn’t give them a leeway 
for these facilities which have to be dispersed. 

The Cuatrman. Well, I can’t understand, Mr. Rivers, why it would 
be necessary to build bases so far in advance for the submarine that is 
going to carry Polaris missiles. 

Mr. Rivers. That is not exactly the point. The submarines will 
come in now, before the base is completed, under the Navy schedule. 

Isn’t that right ? 

The CHairman. He just stated it the other way. He said they 
would come in about the same time. That would be the orderly way. 

Admiral Atzrs. It would be awfully close, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. What? 

Admiral Attes. It would be an awfully close race, Mr. Chairman. 
If anything delayed that base, it would not be ready, sir. 

The Cuarrman. What? 

Admiral Atrs. If there is anything to delay 
weather or interruption in the contract of any sort, we would have 
to use other means, at a very great hazard, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. And this doesn’t give any leeway for any sort of a 
breakthrough, under this bill, does it, Admiral ? 

Admiral Ames. That is right. 

The CuatrmMan. Have you located the bases, of the loading 
facilities ? 








7383 


Admiral Aires. Yes, sir. It has been approved by the Secretary 
of the Navy; yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Now, can you tell us where you have located them ? 

Admiral Aires. We plan to tell you about that in the classified 
section of the Bureau of Ordnance. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Any questions on this item ? 

(No response. ) 

The Cuarmman. [f not, the item stands approved. 

Now, take your next item. 

Admiral Ars. The next is in the Office of Naval Research, Mr. 
Chairman. We have Captain Horn, the Director of the Research 
Laboratory here. He has a statement in regard to this project. 

With your permission, we might put that in the record and go on 
and speak of the item, sir. 

(The statement referred to follows :) 

The program of military construction sponsored by the Office of Naval Re- 
search, for fiscal year 1959, consists of two urgently required projects. 

The project of first priority, at an estimated cost of $60 million, is for the 
third and final increment for construction of a radio facility to be used in 
important research and other classified work. 

Funds in the amount of $7.9 million were authorized in previous fiscal years 


for model tests, engineering investigations, design, land acquisition, and the 
first increment of construction. Authorization of $60 million is being requested 
in fiseal year 1959 to complete the basic facility. 

The second project, at an estimated cost of $192,000, is for an addition to the 
Nuclear Research Building at the Naval Research Laboratory. This project is 
urgently needed for expansion of nuclear physics research, to obtain the basic 
data necessary to support further development of nuclear-powered ships and 
aircraft and of nuclear weapons. 


The CHarrmMan. Let’s see. 

Mr. Rivers. What page is that on ? 

The CHarrMan. Page 53. 

Mr. Ketiener. Page 53 of the book. 

The CuarmMan. Addition tothe Nuclear Research Building. 

Mr. Kinpay. What page? 

Mr. Keviener. Page 22 of the bill, line 4. 

The Cuarrman, It is page 22 of the bill, line 4. 

Now, is this establishment in existence now ? 

Captain Horn. Yes, sir. 

Admiral Aires. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. What is the total? Let’s see. How much have we 
invested there ? 

Admiral Arrrs. About $16.9 million already in inventory, and $1,- 
159,000 authorized but not yet in inventory, sir. It is construction that 
is not completed yet, sir. 

This is for $192,000 for a fourth floor. 

The CuatrmMan. Where is this located in the District of Columbia? 

Admiral Artes. Over in the southeast—just south of Bolling Field, 
along the river, sir. 

The Cuarrman. It is 56 acres of land, and you are leasing 41 acres. 
And you have a personnel there of 3,364 ? 

Admiral Ars. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. All right, without objection this item is approved. 

Admiral Artes. Mr. Chairman, the 10th Navy class of facilities is 
Office of Naval Research Facilities. We have two projects in this 
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class at the total estimated cost of $60,192,000. One of these is classi- 
fied and will be detailed during discussion of section 202 of the bill. 

The one unclassified project. is for construction of a addition to 
the Nuclear Research Building for $192,000 at the Naval Research 
Laboratory in the District of Columbia. 

The laboratory conducts scientific research and development in the 
physical sciences and related fields directed toward new and improved 
materials equipment, techniques, and systems. 

This project will provide for construction of a fourth floor on the 
Nuclear Research Building, an addition of approximately 7,920 square 
feet of space. 

The building was constructed originally for the future addition of 
the proposed fourth floor. It will provide additional space needed 
for expansion of nuclear physics research to obtain the basic data 
necessary to support further development of nuclear-powered ships, 
aircraft, and nuclear weapons. 

Adequate space is needed for the complicated apparatus and safety 
requirements of nuclear research so that the relatively few available 
scientists trained in this field can work efficiently. Neutron research 
and the initiation of research efforts based on promising new ideas, 
has already been hampered by lack of space. 

The Cuarmman. Now, take “Outside the United States, shipyard 
facilities. Naval Submarine B: ase, Pearl Harbor, Oahu, T. H.: 
Operational and training facilities, $159, 000.” 

‘Admiral Ares. This is another Bureau of Ships project. This 
one is overseas. 

The Cuarrman. Navol storage facilities—what type of storage is 
that ? 

Admiral Arres. This is a storage of some containers which are used 
in submarines of the antisubmarine type. The exact contents and 
use of this 

The Cuarrman. What type? Is this a warehouse building? 

Admiral Atres. Yes, sir; it is a warehouse. It is chemical storage, 
sir. 

The Cuarrman. And it is to store manufactured articles to use 
in connection with your operation of the yard ¢ 

Admiral Ares. In the Pacific, yes, sir. Mr. Chairman, this year 
the unclassified portion of the Navy’ s program for development of our 
overseas bases amounts to $16,384,000, which is only about 5 percent 
of the overall program. It consists of 15 line items at 11 stations. 

The 1st class of overseas projects is ay facilities, which in- 
cludes only one project. This is at the Naval Submarine Base, Pear] 
Harbor, on the island of Oahu, T. H., for construction of a Navol 
storage facility at the estimated cost of $159,000. 

The sub base is responsible for maintenance and operation of facil- 
ities to support training and experimental operations of the Pacific 
Fleet Submarine Force ; for providing logistic support for two opera- 
tional submarine squadrons; and several other assigned tasks. 

Current plans require the base to have ready issue nenene and 
storage capacity for 250 canisters of Navol by next year. Navol is 
used for fueling the torpedoes issued to the submarines ope asia from 
this base. Bulk stor age and filling facilities will be at the naval am- 
munition depot, also on Oahu. Existing storage capacity is 50 can- 
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isters in a converted quonset hut which does not meet the safety 
criteria for handling of Navol. 

The proposed facility will be a 48 foot wide by 98 foot long, single- 
story steel and reinforced concrete building with a 12 foot high rein- 
forced concrete blast wall around three sides. It will include a mono- 
rail system for the handling of Navol canisters and safety features, 
such as sprinkler system and concrete floor with specially constructed 
drainage and standpipe for fast flooding. 

The Cuatrman. Naval aviation facilities. Let’s see. That is on 
page 

Mr. Kevitener. Fifty-five, Mr. Chairman. 

Admiral Arrs. The next items are under the Bureau of Aeronautics, 
sir. The first one at the Naval Air Station, Agana, in Guam, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Runway extension, including land acquisition, com- 
munications facilities and acquisition of land. 

Now, I was of the opinion that practically all the land was Terri- 
torial land, under the jurisdiction of the Interior Department. Is 
that correct ? 

Mr. Ketrener. Much of it is, sir. 

Mr. Trencken. Mr. Chairman. This particular land is privately 
owned lands that will have to be purchased. 

The Cuatrman. How many acres do you propose to purchase? 

Admiral Aires. 267.99 acres, sir. 

The CnarrmMan. How many ? 

Admiral Aires. 267.99 acres, sir. 

The Cuarmman. And how much is the land going to cost ? 

Admiral Arres. $1,058 per acre, for a total of $284,000. 

Mr. Rivers. Could I inquire 

The Cuarrman. Who owns that land ? 

Admiral Aixes, It is privately owned, by Guamanians. 

Mr. Keitrener. Mr. Chairman, that doesn’t seem to be consistent 
with the backup material here. 

Mr. Smart. 43.44 acres, it looks like. 

Mr. Keiiener. $67,000. 

The Cuarrman. Talk a little louder, Admiral. 

Admiral Aires. The first item of land in connection with the run- 
way extension is 268 acres, in round figures. The second is land for 
the drainage ditches, of some 43 acres, for $67,000. 

Mr. Rivers. Who is in charge of the government of Guam, now? 
Is it the Navy or the Interior Department ? 

The Cuatrman. Interior Department. You have 1,820 acres there 
now, on this base / 

Admiral Atnrs. Yes, sir. 

The CHatrman. Now, why haven’t you sufficient land to accom- 
modate this extension of the runway? 

Admiral Artes. The land is beyond the end of the runway. When 
we acquired the station originally, we didn’t contemplate extending 
that runway. We now find it necessary to extend the runway to take 
care of our heavier, higher speed planes, sir. 

Mr. Bares. What length is the runway, now, Admiral? 

Admiral Ates. The runway is presently 7,986 feet long. We are 
going to extend it toa 10,000-foot runway. 

Mr. Bares. What kind of a property are you taking here? Com- 
mercial sites, or 
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Mr. Trencken. This is residential suburban-type property. 

Mr. Bares. Is this all on one side of the runway, that 1s, one end 
of the runway ? 

Mr. Trencken. No, sir. Mr. Bates, it is about 
is on one end, and about 10 percent on the other end. 

The Cuarman. All right. 

Mr. Bray. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. Kewiener. Mr. Chairman, there is an item from last year that 
was not funded—$428,000 for a guided-missile facility. 

You also have a letter dated May 19, clearing with the committee 
$639,651 for facilities on Guam that were damaged as a result of a 
typhoon. The Department must inform the committee. 

The Cuarrman. That has no direct relation to this? 

Mr. Kewiener. No, sir. 

The CHatrman. They have the money, out of the $5 million, to 
take care of that. 

Mr. Bray. Mr. Chairman—— 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Bray. 

Mr. Bray. How many other airfields are there on the island of 
Guam, besides this field ? 

Admiral Armes. Can you answer that 

Mr. Bray. Frankly, the reason I am pursuing this: I haven’t been 
there for several years, but there were airfields there longer than 
this, that are not being used on Guam. 

There is no compelling legal and moral reason why the Navy could 
not use facilities that have been abandoned by the Air Force if they 
were needed to meet a special need. 

Admiral Ares. May I ask Mr. Hanabury to answer your question, 
sir? He is quite familiar with that setup. 

Mr. Hanazsury. The largest field on the island is Anderson Air 
Force Base on the northern tip of the island. It is about the only 
other modern airfield on the island, sir. 

Mr. Bray. What happened to Harmon Field ? 

Mr. Hanapury. I believe Harmon Field is the one adjacent to 
Agana, almost in the flight pattern of Agana. That is a field less 
than a mile away from Agana, sir. 

Mr. Bray. And it was large enough to take B-29’s in World War 
II. Do you recall its length? 

Mr. Hanapvry. Not offhand, sir. But I wouldn’t say it is longer 
than about 6,000 or 7,000 feet. 

Mr. Bray. Now, this Navy field that you are mentioning here, in 
asking for the extension; does that take off over the ocean? 

Mr. Hanasury. No, sir. 

Mr. Bray. Don’t you own clear to the ocean on one end of that? 

Probably I am getting the fields mixed up. 

Mr. Hanasury. No, sir. This runs pretty much parallel to the 
shoreline, sir. 

Mr. Bray. It runs parallel, but doesn’t it at one end of the field 
take out over the ocean, where you own all the land or almost all the 
land right on the ocean ? 

Mr. Hanazory. Not on this field; no, sir. I think you may be 
thinking of Orote, which is another field down that 

Mr. Bray. It is on another island. I realize that that is on an- 
other island. 
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Mr. Hanasury. No, sir. Orote is down at the Naval Station, 
Guam. 

Mr. Bray. Is Harmon Field being used at all now ? 

Mr. Hanasury. I don’t believe so, sir. 

Mr. Bray. I just want to call your attention to the situation here. 
You build practically parallel fields and abandon one of them, and 
yet you want adjacent land for other fields. 

Now, one end of Harmon Field does take off over the ocean. 

Mr. Hanasvry. It could, sir. 

Mr. Bray. One runway comes down over that horseshoe-like 
cove—— 

Mr. Hanasvury. Right. 

Mr. Bray (continuing). Or bay in there. 

Mr. Ketiener. That is right. 

Mr. Hanasury. But you see, at Agana we have just 2 parallel run- 
ways; in other words, a 2 directional field. 

Mr. Bray. Mr. Chairman, I am not going to object to this, but it is 
matters like this that are causing a great deal of really intense 
criticism on the part of the services. 

Here you build one field and you have another one right there by 
it. Of course, it is too late to benefit by that. You need an exten- 
sion. I mean it wouldn’t help to abandon this and take another field. 
I am not trying to say that. But it is justified 

The Cuatrman. I think your point is well made, Mr. Bray, that 
it is such things as this that do cause criticism. But we have to 
extend the runway on any one of these other fields. 

Admiral Ares. That is correct. 

Mr. Bray. I am not objecting. I am just pointing out that you 
shouldn’t make mistakes like that. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

Admiral Artes. The next class in the overseas portion of the pro- 
gram is aviation facilities in the total amount of $11,862,000. he 
unclassified aviation facilities, which we are discussing at this time, 
are at 5 stations and consist of 8 line items at the cost of $10,357,000. 

The first project is at the Naval Air Station, Agana, on the island 
of Guam in the Mariana Islands. It includes three line items at the 
estimated cost of $4,414,000. 

A number of important tasks have been assigned to this station. 
Among them are the responsibility to provide facilities to support 
regular operation of fleet reconnaissance, antisubmarine, utility, trans- 
port, and carrier aircraft; and to provide facilities and services to 
commercial airplanes, the Civil Aeronautics Administration and 
Military Air Transportation Service. 

Item No. 1 at Agana is for runway extension and land acquisition 
at the estimated cost of $4,224,000. Last year, the Navy initiated the 
program for lengthening the principal runways at major air stations 
to a length equivalent to 10,000 feet at sea level at moderate tempera- 
tures. 

This plan was adopted in the interest of the safety of our pilots and 
Government property for application at stations operating our fast, 
heavy modern jet aircraft. Based on the design criteria, the Agana 
runway should be approximately 12,300 feet long. 
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Due to the descending slope of the land at the west end and ascend- 
ing slope at the east end of the runway on this one-directional field, the 
runway length is limited to a maximum of 10,000 feet. 

The present runway being 150 feet wide and 7,986 feet long, the 
extension will be 150 ‘feet, by 2 014 feet. The construction will also 
include extension of the 75 feet wide parallel taxiway plus a 150-feet 
wide holding area, and matacnaned of a 600 feet long area of the 
existing runway. 

Subitems necessary to complete this line item include runway, taxi- 
way, and approach lighting, roads, storm sewer, security fence, and 
ecquisition of land. ‘To permit construction of the runway extension 
it will be necessary to acquire fee title to approximately 131.9 acres 
of land. About 18 acres is at the west end and the balance at the 
easterly end of the runway. 

It will also be necessary for safety in landings and takoffs to acquire 
flight clearance rights over approximately 136 acres of land at the 
easterly side of the field. 

The second line item for this station is communication facilities at 
the estimated cost of $123,000. The existing radio transmitter and 
receiver building is a temporary structure with constant maintenance 
problems. 

Efficient operation is difficult because of interference caused by air- 
craft on the adjacent warmup apron and taxiway, overhead power 
lines, and fluorescent lighting in a nearby office building. 

The remote location of the station makes it especially necessary to 
have positive radio communication with local and transient aircraft 
and to have emergency source of power and emergency equipment for 
long range communication. The proposed line item will satisfy these 
requirements. 

it will include construction of a reinforced concrete typhoon and 
earthquake resistant structure, about 21 feet wide by 43 feet long, 
equipped with very high and ultra high frequencies radio transmitters 
and receivers. 

The item will also include air-conditioning of the building, enignne 
system, utilities, and a generator building of 176 square feet floor are 

The third line item is for land acquisition at the estimated aa 
of $67,000. The extremely rugged and rough terrain of the volcanic 
and coral island of Guam makes drainage of low spots extremely 
difficult. Drainage by deep ditches and tunneling is economically 
impracticable. 

It has been found that economical storm drainage can be accom- 
plished by improving pot holes and sinks and draining to them. This 
applies to the northern portion of the air station and an existing sink 
north of the east end of the air station, partly on property not owned 
by the Federal Government. 

This line item would be for acquisition of the non-Government land 
and permit the Navy to drain storm water from the northern portion 
of the station to the existing sink. Thirteen acres of the needed land 
would be obtained from the Guamanian Government at no cost, and 
about 30.4 acres of privately owned land would be purchased at the 
estimated cost of $67,000. 

The Cuarrman. Without objection. The next item is Naval Sta- 
tion, Bermuda. 

Admiral Attzs. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. Chairman, the next project is at the Naval Station, Bermuda, 
to provide causeway protection at the estimated cost of $683,000. 

The mission of this station is to maintain and operate facilities and 
provide services and material to support operations of aviation ac- 
tivities and units of the operating forces of the Navy and other as- 
signed activities and units. The causeway connecting the peninsula 
section of the station with the mainland section has been seriously 
eroded by storm and hurricanes. The causeway carries power, water, 
and fuel distribution lines and is the only land connection between 
the two sections of the station. 

The shortage of local material precludes the economical correction 
of this erosion problem by any other means than by construction of 
a sea wall. The sea wall will be about 1,550 feet long and consist of 
concrete sheet piling with a reinforced concrete cap enclosing the top 
of the piling. The concrete cap will be tied to a concrete slab ex- 
tending to the top of the causeway and supported there at intervals 
by steel piling. Protection of the causeway and, consequently, the 
utility lines, is vital to operation of the station, 

This is to provide a causeway protection. 

The Cuarrman. What do you determine causeway protection ? 

Admiral Ares. The causeway connecting the peninsula section of 
the station with the mainland section has been seriously eroded by 
storms and hurricanes. The causeway carries power, water, and fuel 
distribution lines and is the only land connection between the two 
sections of the station. The shortage of local material precludes the 
economical solution of the erosion problem by any other means than 
by construction of the sea wall. 

The Cuairman. I note by the book here that all the land is leased, 
260 acres. 

Admiral Atres. Yes, sir. This is one of the 99-year leases with 
the British, sir. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. Wespent $31 million. 

Without objection, the item is approved. 

Now, the next is Naval Air Station, Ford Island, Hawaii. 

Admiral Artes. The third project is at the Naval Air Station, Ford 
Island, within Pearl Harbor, Oahu, T. H. 

It will provide pier modification for carrier berthing and cost 
$1,271,000. 

The station is in maintenance status, provides limited services to 
temporarily berthed ships, and is an auxiliary landing field for the 
Naval Air Station, Barbers Point. 

At the present time there is no usable berth in Pearl Harbor for 
the large, angled-deck modern carriers. The Ford Island pier is re- 
quired to provide such berthing in order that the carriers can be 
furnished logistic support, inc luding ammunition, at a single location. 
Modification of the existing pier will consist of construc tion of gantry 
crane tracks to permit movement of the crane during mooring opera- 
tions, provision of camels to protect the pier from impact of carriers, 
and provision of brows and browstands for briding between the pier 
and carrier. Approximately 400,000 cubic yards of material will be 
dredged from the channel to obtain 40-foot depth of water for safe 
navigation of the carrier to and from the berth. 
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The Cuatrman. Now, that is for pier modification of carrier berth. 
We are not going to berth any more ships at Pearl Harbor, are we? 
Admiral Artes. This is where we tie up our large carriers w ‘hen they 
stop at Pear] on their way to and from the Far East, sir, 
he CHairman. Don’t let them stay there too long. 

Admiral Ames. This is just for them to tie up ashore awhile for 
servicing. 

The Cuarrman. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Now, the next is naval air facilities in Naha. 

Mr. Rivers. Okinawa. 

The CuarrMan. $165,000. 

Admiral Attrs. The fourth project, gentlemen, is at the Naval Air 
Facility, Naha, Okinawa, for construction of ammunition storage 
facilities at the estimated cost of $165,000. 

The mission of this activity is to provide facilities to support. regu- 
lar operation of fleet reconnaissance, antisubmarine and utility air- 
craft; and to provide for storage, maintenance, and assembly of 
assigned naval ordnance. This facility is a standard adjunct of an 
advanced underwater weapons shop—or AUW shop. These ammu- 
nition storage facilities are required to support the function of the 
AUW shop which was authorized several years ago. The proposed 
facilities consist of a 25- by 80-foot and a 25- by 43-foot standard 
arch-type, earth-covered high explosive magazines, with the associated 
utilities and security measures. 

The CuatrMan. This is for ammunition storage facilities. 

Mr. Keviener. Page 58. 

The CuarrmMan. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Mr. Bares. Is there any land involved in that at all ? 

Admiral Artes. No, sir. 

The CHairman. Naval Station, Roosevelt Roads, P. R., $3,824,000. 

Admiral Ares. The last of the unclassified projects for aviation 
facilities is at the Naval Station, Roosevelt Roads, P. R., for two line 
items at the total estimated cost of $3,824,000. <A third line item for 
this station in the amount of $198,000, is classified and will be discussed 
when the committee considers section 202 of the bill. 

This station maintains and operates facilities and provides services 
and material to support operations of aviation activities and other 
assigned activities and units, and provides support for fleet aviation 
units and assigned guided missile programs. 

The first of the 2 unclassified line items is for construction of ready 
jet fuel storage and pipeline at the estimated cost of $638,000. Several] 
times a year fleet carrier-based jet aircraft will base at this station 
during the normal operational training exercises in the Caribbean 
area. When the jets are operating from carriers, they burn what is 
called JP-4 fuel which requires adjustment of fuel control to gain 
maximum efficiency. When based on the station, however, the air- 
craft will use the less volatile JP-5 fuel, burning about 38,000 
barrels per month. For proper operation this fuel must be supplied 
and stored in facilities separate from other fuels. The proposed line 
item will provide for construction of 2 standard 13,500-barrel steel 

tanks, together with 3,000 feet of 8-inch supply pipeline from the 
existing fuel pier; and 12,000 feet of 6-inch transfer pipeline to a new 
truck fill stand adjacent to the existing truck fill stand. 





TREE 





7391 


The second line item will provide the first increment of a communi- 
cation and radar center at the estimated cost of $3,186,000. 

It is required in connection with guided missile operational train- 
ing. It will afford complete coverage to all sea areas to prevent 
incidents with surface ships and to assure noninterference between 
guided missiles and nonmilitary air operations. It will also provide 
the capability for tracking and monotoring guided missiles from the 
station to and within the prescribed training area. The line item will 
include provision of the electronic equipment, and construction of a 
building 65 feet by 130 feet, two small utility buildings and the 
associated utilities. 

The Cuatrman. Now, that is for a ready jet fuel storage and pipe- 
line, communication and radar center. 

Mr. Rivers. Admiral, how long are your runways at Roosevelt 
Roads? 

Admiral Attes. They are being lengthened now to the maximum 
they can. Because of the land configuration, they are being 
extended 

Mr. Rivers. It must be 10,000 feet. 

Mr. Keuiener. More than that. 

Admiral Aes. I think to about 10,000 feet. I think that is about 
as much as we can lengthen them. 

The CuHarrMan. Were all items approved last year funded ? 

Mr. Keuirner. One item not funded, Mr. Chairman: Telephone 
system, $455,000. 

The Cuatrman. Why shouldn’t we deduct that from this item? 

Admiral Atres. That is being funded in the 1959 bill, sir. 

The Cuarrman, It is? 

Admiral Artes. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. You have to build every foot of that land yourselves, 
don’t you? 

Admiral Ares. No, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Most of it you do? 

Admiral Artes. No, sir. They have just extended it a very slight 
length to the ocean. 

The CuatrmMan. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Now, the next is supply facilities, Naval Supply Depot, Guam. 

Admiral Ares. Mr. Chairman, the next class of facilities in the 
program for overseas stations is “Supply facilities.” There is only 
one project in this group. This is at the Naval Supply Depot, Guam, 
Mariana Islands, the westernmost United States possession in the 
Pacific. The project is for construction of the first increment of 
facilities for storage of POL—petroleum products—at the estimated 
cost. of $3,060,000. 

The mission of this depot is to receive, warehouse, distribute, and 
control designated types of naval material for support of assigned 
fleet units and shore activities, and to furnish necessary administra- 
tive and maintenance services incident to these operations. 

An analysis has been made of existing capacity for storage of 
petroleum products and the requirements for such storage. As a 
result, it has been found necessary to construct additional Nav y special 
fuel oil stor age at Guam to provide operating, safety, and mobilization 
reserve levels for both Guam and the Philippines. This project will 
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provide 200,000 barrels of underground steel tankage at a site 2 miles 
from the Sasa Valley POL Tank Farm. It includes the necesss ary 
pumps, pipe connections to the Sasa Valley distribution system, fire 
protection and utilities. 

The Cuarrman. What kind of facility ? 

Admiral Ais. This is for fuel storage at Guam, sir. This is a 
very important strategic storage of fuel for the Western Pacific. This 
is the farthest westerly storage of POL products on United States 
land, sir. 

Mr. Bares. Will this be for all the services? 

Admiral Atxes. All the services, yes. 

The CuairMan. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Mr. Brooks. Does it involve more land ? 

Admiral A1res. There is no land required for this. We are putting 
it in our existing tank farm areas. 

Mr. Brooxs. Let me ask you: What are we doing with the land that 
was used at Harmon Air Force Base? Did we give it back to those 
people ? 

Admiral Ares. I am not familiar with what has happened to the 
land — sir. 

Mr. Brooks. Now, at Anderson: Didn’t we close up a part of 
Anderson ? 

Admiral Ames. We are not familiar with what happened at those 
Air Force bases. 

Mr. Ke.uener. Those are Air Force bases, you realize ? 

Mr. Brooxs. They closed up all of Harmon, didn’t they ? 

Mr. Bray. No, it isstill there. 

Mr. Brooxs. Did we make any effort to return that land to those 
people ¢ 

Admiral A1tes. There are extensive negotiations going on at Guam 
to settle all the land claims. They are very, very active there now. 

Mr. Brooxs. There is so small an amount of land in Guam that 
when you don’t use a facility it seems to me the thing to do is return 
it to those people. 

The Carman. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Now, the next is naval communications 

Mr. Brooks. I wonder if the admiral could get some information 
on the questions I mentioned ? 

Admiral Ares. We will check into it and give you an up-to-date 
status of this lands-settlement business. 


Mr. Brooxs. All right. 
(The information requested is as follows :) 





The Air Force has, in April 1958, reported some 1,000 acres of land at Harmon 
Air Force Base excess to its requirements. The Navy, which performs real-estate 
operations for all of the military services on Guam, is now reviewing this 
matter and will take the action necessary to dispose of the land in accordance 
with existing disposal laws and regulations. The Air Force advises that 
some 2,600 acres of leased land on which the Harmon runways are located is 
not required and the leases should be terminated. In addition, the Navy has 
recently determined that approximately 23 acres at Nimitz Hill annex is not 
required. This will be transferred or disposed of to the Government of Guam. 
There is no indication that Anderson Air Field, a strategic air command base, 
is in excess. 
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The CuatrmMan. Naval communications at Asmara, Eritrea. 

Tell us something about this. It is radio-receiving facilities. Give 
some information about that, Admiral. 

Admiral Ars. This is one of our advanced communication units 
in Turkey, sir. 

Mr. Kewtiener. That is incorrect, Mr. Chairman. It is Eritrea. 

Admiral Atrrs. Eritrea. 

Mr. Ketitener. The admiral made a mistake, I believe. It is in 
Eritrea. 

Admiral Aires. Eritrea, I am sorry. 

This activity provides communications support for units of the 
Sixth Fleet and Middle East Force when they are operating within the 
area assigned to—— 

Mr. Ke_tener. And not Turkey. 

The Cuairman. When was this established ? 

Admiral Ares. In 1958, sir. In May 1958 this 

The CHarrMan. 1958? 

Admiral Artes. Wait. Correction: 1948. 

The Cuatrman. That is right; 1948. 

Admiral Attzs. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. You have 5 officers and 75 enlisted men there ? 

Admiral Atres. That is right. 

The Carman. And you spent up to date $228,000. And now you 
propose to spend $1,800, 000 ? 

Admiral Artes. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Now, what type of development is going to be 
achieved there for $1,181,000? 

Admiral Ares. The first project is at Naval Communication Unit 
No. 8, Asmara, Eritrea, for provision of radio receiving facilities at 
the estimated cost of $1,180,000. 

This activity prov ides communication support for units of the Sixth 
Fleet and Middle East Force when they are operating within the area 
assigned to this unit and maintains communication facilities for other 
assigned purposes. 

The unit is located on the United States Army Signal Station near 
Asmara. It occupies approximately 1,200 square feet of space in the 
Army’s operations-receiver building, which is overcrowded and barely 
sufficient to meet current needs. Recent developments in Navy com- 
munication requires the installation of considerable equipment for 
which there is no space in the present building. Radio receiving 
antennas, essential for certain components of the new equipment, are 
nonexistent at the station. This project is for construction of a 50 feet 
by 90 feet addition to the operations-receiver building, installation of 
the new equipment, construction of the antennas, utilities and a small 
building for power generation. 

The CuarrMan. Without objection. 

Will you increase the personnel ? 

Admiral Aies. Yes, sir, it is planned to increase the personnel by 
approximi ately 25 percent by 1961, here. 

The Cuarrman. There will be 110 there by 1961? 

Admiral A1res. That is correct, sir. 

The CuarrmMan. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Now, the next one is 
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Admiral Args. The next one is in Northern Ireland, sir, at London- 
derry. 

Mr. Smart. What about Port Lyautey ? 

The Cuarrman. You have one in Morocco. 

Mr. Rivers. Port Lyautey. 

The Cuarrman. Get back to Morocco. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. Londonderry comes first, and then Port Lyautey. 

The Cuarrman. All right. . 3 

Admiral Ares. They are different between my book and the bill, sir. 

Mr. Ketiener. Mine, too. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Give the committee some information, now. 

Mr. Keviener. On Port Lyautey, Mr. Chairman? 

The Caarrman. Port Lyautey. 

Admiral Ares. On Port Lyautey, the project is for radio receiving 
facilities at an estimated cost of $519,000. 

The requirement for this project is similar to the ones at London- 
derry and at Asmara, which provide remote radio receiving and com- 
munications center facilities. 

The Carman. Oh, yes, all three of these are receiving stations. 

Admiral Amss. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Admiral Arms. The last project for this class, gentlemen, is at the 
Naval Radio Facility, Port Lyautey, Morocco, for radio receiving 
facilities at the estimated cost of $519,000. 

The requirement for this project is basically the same as for the 
other two projects I have just described. It will provide for con- 
struction of a single story, 30 feet by 50 feet receiver building, installa- 
tion of new electronic equipment in the building and erection of the 
antenna system. 

Mr. Rivers. Could I inquire right there, Mr. Chairman ? 

I want to ask both Admiral Ailes and Admiral Peltier: Since Mo- 
rocco has gotten out from under France, do you have the same diffi- 
culty using your Seabees as you did under the French Government? 
You know, the French always gave you a little trouble when you 
wanted to use the Seabees for building stuff there. 

Admiral Petter. We have had no indication that there is anything 
different now. 

Mr. Rivers. You get along pretty well with the Moroccans, don’t 
you? 

Admiral Pevtrer. We have Seabees in Port Lyautey doing work. 

Mr. Rivers. They like to work for you, don’t they, those Arabs? 

Admiral Perrier. Yes. We have quite a bit of local labor that we 
are using there. 

The CHatrman. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Now, the next one is Londonderry. 

Admiral Artzs. The second project is at the Naval Radio Facility, 
Londonderry, North Ireland. It will also provide radio receiving 
facilities at a cost of $219,000. This facility operates remote radio 
transmitting, receiving and communication center facilities for the 
United States Naval Communication Facility, London, England. 

The project is for construction of a small addition—about 1,350 
square feet of floor area—to the existing receiving building, together 
with provision of electronic equipment, antennas and utilities. 
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This will permit vital area coverage for a special ship-shore com- 
munication capability. 

The Cuarrman. Without objection. Now, yards and docks. Public 
Works Center, Guantanamo Bay, Cuba, $890,000. 

Admiral Ares. I have a statement of the Chief of Yards and Docks 
in regard to his projects. If I may insert that in the record, sir, and 
go on with the items? 

The Cuarrman, All right. 

(The statement follows :) 


STATEMENT OF REAR Apo. E., J. Pectier, CED, USN, Cuter or Crvit ENGINEERS, 
BUREAU OF YARDS AND Docks, WitH Reearp To Fiscat YEAR 1959 Crass XI 
MILITARY CONSTRUCTION, NAVY Program, May 12, 1958 


CLASS XI BUREAU OF YARDS AND DOCKS 


Mr. Chairman, gentlemen, this program contains two items for improvements 
to the utility systems of the United States Naval Base, Guantanamo Bay, Cuba, 
and a third item of navywide interest to provide for emergency construction. 
Authorization is being requested in the amount of $890,000 for the first two 
items and in the amount of $25 million for the latter. 

As you may know, the Public Works Center, Guantanamo Bay, Cuba, is re- 
sponsible for the adequacy and proper operation and maintenance of all utility 
sytems on the naval base. 

There has been, during the past few years, considerable construction of new 
facilities at Guantanamo to support the established mission of the naval base, 
but the water supply and electrical power systems have not been expanded to 
keep pace with the increased demands for water and power. Both of these sys- 
tems are now taxed to the limit of their capacity, and the problem of supplying 
sufficient water and power has become quite serious. The items being requested 
will correct current deficiencies and take care of foreseeable demands at the 
naval base. 

The item being requested for emergency construction is to provide authoriza- 
tion for presently unforeseeable construction projects which we know from ex- 
perience will unexpectedly arise due to rapidly changing weapons systems, the 
necessity to accelerate these programs, and attendant requirements for revision 
and augmentation of the Shore Establishment to support them. 

This item will allow the Navy to expeditiously proceed with the provision of 
such urgently required facilities without suffering the long delays in the repro- 
graming process. 

In addition, the Bureau of Yards and Docks proposes to use statutory authori- 
zations now available in requesting funds for the following seven items: 


Item and authorization 


(a) Access roads: Public Law 85-170. 
(b) Inadequate quarters: Public Law 968, 84th Congress, and Public Law 
85-241. 
(e) Planning: Public Law 155, 82d Congress, amended by Public Law 161, 84th 
Congress; also Public Law 968, 84th Congress and Public Law 85-241. 
(d) Replacement of damaged facilities: Public Law 968, 84th Congress... —_ ~~ 
(e) Special minor facilities : Public Law 968, 84th Congress. 
(f) Support funds for Capehart housing program: Public Law 155, 82d 
Congress. 
(g) Support of commodity credit military family quarters program: Public 
Law 968, 84th Congress. 
In addition to the above, funding will be requested for the following item: 
PWC Norfolk, cooling tower, $120,000: Public Law 85-241. 
The specific objectives of the class XI program are: 
A. Provision of required support facilities at public works centers: Public 
Works Center, Guantanamo Bay, Cuba: 
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Location and authorization required, fiscal year 1959 


Ey IID RRR in cm emnina > Dbbioepnidbbeis $555, 000 
sl i gan epiptelanpenes 335, 000 

B. Provision of funds for emergency construction: Various conti- 
nental and overseas: Emergency construction__.______-__---- 25, 000, 000 
IN aT re ene ha 8 alas copemtcoen 25, 890, 000 


The CuarMan. Give us some information. 

This is additional power facilities and additional water facili- 
ties. Wealready spent there $27 million. 

Admiral Artes. This project at the Public Works Center of our 
overseas naval base in Guantanamo Cuba, is for the construction of 
two line items. 

The mission of the Public Works Center is to inspect, operate, re- 
pair and maintain the public works and utilities of the various com- 
ponents of the naval base. 

The first line item is for additional power facilities to cost 
$335,000. This is needed to provide additional power to main-side 
activities where present generators provide a firm capacity of 4,950 
kilowatts, although the estimated maximum demand this year is 8,600, 
with the demand increasing through 1961 to 10,200 kilowatts. 

The Government executed a contract in December 1957 with the 
Cuban Electric Co. to furnish power to the base. 

The company proposes to construct at its own expense a new power 
plant adjacent to the station boundary which will furnish firm power 
about December 1959. In the interim, the company will construct a 
powerline from its Santiago plant to the site of the new plant. We 
anticipate that power will be received from this line in December of 
this year. To alleviate the present conditions, the company will fur- 
nish two 1,000 kilowatt mobile Diesel generating units. The pres- 
ent switch gear is wholly inadequate to serve the present system. In 
order to protect the generators in the two powerplants of the base, it 
will be necessary to insti all larger capacity circuit breakers. In addi- 
tion, the existing Navy’s secondary transmission ssytem will have to 
be augmented to permit safe and flexible operation. The Navy’s two 
existing main-side powerplants will be retained in standby condition 
for use in emergency. 

The 2d line item is for construction of additional water facilities at 
the estimated cost of $555,000. on quantity of potable water now 
available at the base is critically short and will become worse as con- 
struction is completed of 139 family quarters, two 180-man barracks 
and several other structures. With this additional shore demand and 
with ship requirements for water also increasing, we estimate that 
3,300,000 gallons per day will be required. 

It is also essential that fire protection lines be provided in four 
areas of the base which now have only substandard fire protection. 

The Cuban contractor supplying water to the base is agreeable to 
installing, at his own expense, the necessary off-base pumps and 
mains to increase the flow of water to the base. This line item will pro- 
vide for construction of two storage tanks of 750,000 gallons capacity 
each, one for treated water and one for raw water; relocation of an 
existing tank to an area near treatment plant No. 3 for storage of 
treated water; and other rearrangements of the distribution system, 
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including provision of additional pumps, fire hydrants, and new fire 
main loops in the four areas with substandard or no protection. 

The Cuatrman. Now, the next item 

Without objection, that item at Guantanamo Bay, Cuba, is 

approved. 

Now, the next one is a highly classified item. 

Admiral Artes. Our classified projects. 

The CuHarrman, (reading) : 

The Secretary of the Navy may establish or develop classified naval installa- 
tions and facilities by acquiring, constructing, converting, rehabilitating, or 
installing permanent or temporary public works, including land acquisition, site 
preparation, appurtenances, utilities, and equipment in the total amount of 
$65,001,000. 

Now, I know something about this. Sixty million dollars here is 
exc eedingly highly classified. 

Mr. Ketiener. This is open session. 

The Cuarrman. The committee knows in detail about what is go- 
ing on. And unless the committee wants to go in executive session— 
this is very, very highly classified—we won't take it up now. 

I think Mr. Kelleher has sufficient facts to warrant the commit- 
tee acting favorably on this. 

We made other large expenditures on this item. 

Mr. Rivers. I move—I have an amendment to change that $65 mil- 
lion to $75,297,000, which would include the $10,296,000 for the base— 

The Cuatrman. It doesn’t fall in that same classification. 

Mr. Rivers. Yes, sir; that is what Mr. Kelleher says. 

Mr. Ketrener. This is where it would go, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuamman. But I don’t think from the facts dev eloped here 
we are warranted in spending for [deleted ]. 

Mr. Rivers. You see, the engineering has just come in. Admiral 
Ailes is prepared to testify on it. 

If you want to go into it, you should. Otherwise, you just ought 
to accept the amendment. Because I know you are familiar with 
everything that is in it. And the $10 million, you heard him say 
awhile ago that he wants it and needs it and he asked for it. 

The Crarrman. Well, Mr. Rivers, it has not been approved by 
the Budget. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman, I don’t legislate by the Bureau of the 
Budget. 

The CuarrmMan. Wait. I know that, and neither dol. But never- 
the less they have to pass on it. 

Mr. Rivers. I think the least we can do is go into it. 

The Cuarrman. All right. You want to go into the question why 
you should get $10 million more for the Polaris bases before these 
submarines have been even laid down ? 

I think we ought to be a litlte more orderly in our procedure. 

Mr. Rivers. That is not exactly the point, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuatrman. He has faciltiies now for his five 

Mr. Rivers. No, sir. 

The CnatrMan. They are going along. And it will be some 3 or 
4 years before the 5 will be ready. And TI think next year would 
be the proper time, or the year after next, to deal with the question 
of loading facilities. 
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Now, there is no need just putting things in here when you know 
you are not going to get the money on it, and even if you do get the 
money, they are not going to spend it, because it will be a little bit 
too fast. 

I don’t want to run out of work, because I want to stay here as long 
as I can and want to keep busy. 

Mr. Bares. You want to make a career out of it. 

The Cuatrman. I want to make a career out of it. I want Mr. 
Rivers to keep busy, and if he does it now, he won’t have anything to 
do next year. I don’t want him to do it all in 1 year. And we w on’t 
be able to have another Rivers Day. I don’t think the committee 
is warranted 

Mr. Rivers. I think we ought to go into it. 

Mr. Brooks. Why, Mr. Chairman, couldn't we put this down later 
for consideration ? 

Mr. Rivers. I don’t think, Mr. Chairman 

Mr. Brooks. We will haveto go into executive session. 

Mr. Bares. We ought to go into it. 

Mr. Rivers. I think we ought to go into it. 

The CuarrMan. We will go into it. 

At the time being, we will approve it, with the understanding that 
we will have an améndment offered by Mr. Rivers for some $10 
million. 

Mr. Bares. We will go into it? 

The Cuarman. We will go into it. 

Without objection, we will strike out section 203, which is for the 
$25 million which we struck out in the bill the other day. Now 
Admiral Arges. Mr. Chairman, I would like to speak to that. 

The Cuamman. Well 

Admiral Airs. We feel very strongly 

The Cuarrman. We won't take up the time of the committee now. 
We are not warranted in doing that. We are just wasting your time 
and our time. Because we can’t legislate that way. 

Admiral Airs. We feel we have very great need for that authority. 

The Crarrman. I know it, yes. The ‘other services feel the same 
thing. But we are not warranted in giving such blanket authoriza- 
tion as that. 

Admiral Ares. You gave this authority to the Air Force, sir. 

Mr. Bares. Mr. Chairman 

The Cuarmman. Of course, in deference to you, we will be glad to 
hear what you have to say. 

Mr. Bares. Do you have any other particulars on this item that 
you have in mind? 

Admiral Aires. No, we do not. That is exactly what it is. It is 
to take care of facilities that are unforseen—breakthroughs—which 
will permit us to go ahead with an urgent program and w “ithout this, 
we are stopped for a whole year. 

The Cuamman. Well, I think you have been getting along pretty 
well without this blanket kind of authorization. 

Admiral Artes. I think the Air Force used almost 95 percent of 
the authority you gave them under the same circumstances. 

The Cuatrman. I think the committee was wise when they struck 
it out. And we will strike it out in the Air Force, as well as in the 
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Navy. We struck out $5 million last year. It was only $5 million 
you requested. We struck that out. So this year you raised it $20 
million. Next year you will probably raise it $35 million. 

Mr. Harpy. They won’t build next year, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Of course they won’ t build. 

Mr. Harpy. I think we ought to stop it right now because it is 
getting out of hand. 

The CuatrmMan. Without objection, section 203 is stricken from 
the bill. 

Now, read section 204 : 

In accordance with the provisions of section 407 of the Act of September 1, 
1954 (68 Stat. 1119, 1125), as amended, the Secretary of the Navy is authorized 
to construct, or acquire by lease or otherwise, family housing for occupancy 
as public quarters at the following locations by utilizing foreign currencies 
acquired pursuant to the provisions of the Agricultural Trade Development 
and Assistance Act of 1954 (68 Stat. 454) or through other commodity trans- 
actions of the Commodity Credit Corporation. 

This is for the commodity housing abroad. 

Admiral Arrrs. Yes, sir. 

The CHatrMan. 46 units in Spain, 45 units in Spain, 330 in 
Morocco, and 122 in Italy. 

Mr. Ketiener. All approved previously by the committee. 

The Cuarrman. All approved by Mr. Rivers’, Mr. Hardy’s, and 
Mr. Bates’ subcommittee. 

Admiral Ares. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Hardy’s subcommittee. 

The Cuarrman. Without objection, that is approved. 

Now, inside the United States. 

Are these the Capehart houses ¢ 

Mr. Ketiener. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarman. We will have to get some information in regard 
to the first one. 

Read them off, Mr. Kelleher. Which one did the committee 
approve ¢ 

Mr. Ketitener. Almost all of them, Mr. Chairman. 

On line 8, Naval Air Station, Brunswick, Maine, 277 units, approved 
previously. 

The Cuarrman,. All right. 

Mr. Keviener. Line 9, Marine Corps Base, Camp Lejeune, 800 
units, approved. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Mr. Keviener. Line 11, Cape Hatteras, N. C., 27 units, approved. 

Naval Facility, ¢ ‘enterville, Calif, ., 24 units, approved. 

Line 13, Naval Auxiliary Air Station, Chase Field, Tex., 225 units, 
approved. 

Line 15, Marine Corps Air Station, Cherry Point, N. C., 849 units, 
approved. 

Line 17, naval facility, Coos Head, Oreg., 24 units approved. 

Line 18, Naval Training Center, Great. Lakes, Ill., 425 units, 
approved. 

Line 19, Naval Air Station, Lemoore, Calif., 800 units, approved. 

Line 20, naval facility, Nantucket, Mass., 19 units, approved. 

Line 21, Naval Submarine Base, New London, Conn., 500 units, not 
approved, Mr. Chairman. 
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The Cuarrman. All right. 

We will stop right there and get some testimony on that. 

Mr. Ketxener. There are sheets before each member, Mr. Chair- 
man, of this kind [indicating]. 

Mr. Bates. Which one is this that is not approved ? 

Mr. Ketiener. This is the top one, New London, Conn., on your 
sheet, the one appearing on line 21 of the bill. 

The CuarrmMan. Now, New London, Conn. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuatrman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. The subcommittee, your Subcommittee on Real Estate, 
last year tentatively looked at this project. There was considerable 
discussion about it. Mr. Bates, who was stationed up there as a 
naval officer during the war, was quite familiar with it. We were 
then reluctant to go into this, due to the size of the community. In 
view of the fact that our subcommittee has taken such active action 
in it, it might be well for us to take a very good look at that. 

Mr. Bates. That was Newport. 

Mr. Rivers. What? 

Mr. Bares. That was Newport. 

Mr. Keiiener. That was Newport, I believe, you are thinking of, 
Mr. Rivers. . 

Mr. Rivers. Yes, it was Newport. Excuse me. Newport. I beg 
your pardon. 

The Cuatrman. Let’s see. What is the requirement at New Lon- 
don? 

Admiral Ares. I would like to have Captain Schumacher, if I 
may, of my Housing Office, speak to the details, sir. 

The CHamman. All right, Captain. What is your requirement 
there ? 

Captain Scuumacuer. 500, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuamman. I know that is what you are asking for. 

Mr. Keitener. Go right across the sheet, C aptain. 

The CuatrMan. How many houses, 4,446; is that correct ? 

Captain Scuumacuer. That is correct; yes, sir. The basic require- 
ment is 2.510, and the total, sir, is 4,446. 

The CuarrmMan. You have 2,510 there now ? 

Captain Scuumacuer. No, sir; that is our requirement. That is 
our family housing requirement. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

How much does the community furnish ? 

Captain Scoumacner. The community furnishes for our basic 
requirement, 539, sir. 

The Cuatrman. How much do the Wherry houses furnish ? 

C aptain ScuHuMacHER. They contribute 450, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Now, that makes a total of 1,078. And you have 
a need for 2,510; is that correct ? 

Captain Scoumacner. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. All] right. 

Now you propose to build 500? 

Captain Dosrssainaien: Yes, sir. 

The Cuarmrman. That will leave you, then, 1,000 more to build? 

Admiral Atrxs. Yes, sir. 
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Captain Scuumacuer. Yes, sir; that is correct, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Now, how large a place is New London ? 

Captain Scuumacuer. About 30,000, Mr. Chairman. 

The Crarrman. A 30,000 community, and it only furnished 539 
rental spaces for that base there? 

Captain Scoumacner. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarmman. What? 

Captain ScHuMACHER. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Is private enterprise interested in building houses 
and renting houses? 

C aptain “ScHUMACHER. They haven’t provided the need, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Kelleher, did you examine this? 

Mr. Keiiener. Yes, I have, Mr. Chairman. 

I would like to correct perhaps what is a misapprehension. 

A great many more people live in the private community than is 
indicated by the figures. You will see the number, right below the 
539, of 1,590. These are people of the lower grades for whom hous- 
ing is not built but who are married and who do get a housing allow- 
ance as a matter of fact, under temporary legislation. 

The Cuatrman. Then the community furnishes about 2,000? 

Mr. Keviener. 2,100. 

The Carman, 2,100. 

Admiral Arties. Yes, sir. 

The CHarrMan, Z he community is furnishing at least half of them ¢ 

Mr. Ketiener. 2,100 is only those considered by the Navy to be 
adequate quarters, pelieadey owned. Undoubtedly there is another 
perhaps 1,000 to 1,500 also occupied by personnel that are not con- 
sidered adequate. Is that correct, Captain ? 

Captain Scuumacuer. We have several in that category, Mr. 
Chairman. 

The Cuatrman. Now, give the committee some information as to 
the total personnel at New London. Of course we all know this is 
a very important base. 

Mr. Brooxs. Where is that base located; what side of the river is 
iton ? 

Captain Scrumacuer. It is on the east side of the river, sir. 

Mr. Brooks. East side. 

Captain Scrumacuer. It is about 4 miles north of the town of 
Groton, actually. It is across the river 

The Cratrrman. Not in New London? 

Captain Scuumacner. It is not in the city of New London, no, sir. 

Mr. Brooxs. How far is it from New London ? 

Captain ng MACHER. About 6 miles from the center of town, sir. 

Mr. Brooks. North and east? 

Catpain Scnv MACHER. Well, it is across the river, and then about 
4 miles north. 

The Cuamman. Now, how much land do you have to acquire ? 

Captain ScHuMAcHER. Iam not prepared to speak on that. 

The CuarrMan. How many acres of land are you going to have to 
acquire to build these 500 units there? Have you enough ‘land there? 

Admiral Pettrer. About 200 acres, Mr. Chairman. 

The CuarrmMan. Have you made an investigation where you are 
going to locate them ? 
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Admiral Pertter. It is underway right now. 
The Cuatrman. Do you know where you are going to locate these 
houses ? 

Admiral Pettrrer. Probably close to the area of our present Wherry 
project, but it is not firm. 

The Cuarrman. You haven't determined upon what site you are 
going to locate them ? 

Admiral A1zs. No, sir. 

Admiral Peurter. No, sir; not definitely, sir. 

The Cuarrman. You don’t know what it is going to cost ¢ 

Admiral Prerter. Our estimate on the preliminary investigation 
indicates about $85,000 for land. 

The Cuarrman. $85,000 for land. Yet you don’t know exactly 
where you are going to locate it ? 

Admiral Peitrer. We have 

The Cuarrman. How long has this project been pending ? 

Mr. Kewiener. This has not been submitted to the committee pre- 
viously, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman, I would like to say this, though: Under 
the law, whether or not he has the land, he has to come in here and 
get these advance approvals, under the new provisions of the law. 

Admiral Ares. That is right. 

Mr. Rivers. That is why he is in here. It is understandable why 
you haven’t the land. You have to get this first. 

The Cuatrman. Well, I don’t follow you altogether. At least he 
should know what land he wants. If a man is going to advocate any- 
thing, he knows specifically what he is going to advocate. He is un- 
certain as to where he is going to locate them. I think when you do 
come here, I think you ought to definitely have made up your mind 
as to where you are going to put your buildings, whether you are 
going to put it in this place or that place, and have some positiveness 
about you, and not an uncertainty. 

I think we can go ahead, but this is not the way to do things. You 
ought to be a little more positive. 

I suggest that we pass this one over 

Admiral Arxs. They have recommended several sites, sir. We 
haven’t narrowed it down to one yet. 

The CuHamman. You ought to narrow it down when you come in 
here. 

Admiral Airxs. That is what we are coming up here for, to get 
approval so we can go ahead with it. 

Mr. Rivers. That is not easy. Even Mr. Hardy agrees with me on 
that. That is not easy. 

The Cuarmman. Wait 1 minute. 

Off the record. 

(Statement off the record. ) 

The CuHatrman. Without objection, the item is approved. 
[ Laugher. | 

Now, if you are going to agree with him, you continue to. 

Mr. Harpy. I wanted to ask a question. 

Mr. Chairman, I think there could be some problems. 

Under our present proceedures of pinpointing the specific site the 
are going to put them on, I think it would be preferable if they could, 
but I don’t think they always may be able to do it. 
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There are 1 or 2 questions, though, about this thing I would like to 
inquire about. 

The Cuamman. Go ahead, Mr. Hardy. 

Mr. Harpy. Does this represent housing for Navy personnel, or 
have you any civilians involved in this? 

Captain Scuumacuer. This is Navy personnel only, Mr. Hardy. 

Mr. Harpy. And you have almost as many who are not entitled to 
quarters that you are trying to house as you do have that are entitled 
to quarters, 2,510 against 4,446? 2,000 people, that is, 2,000 of your 
Navy enlisted personnel have families and are living down there 
because they need quarters but are not entitled to quarters under the 
law. 

Captain Scuumacuer. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. What sort of personnel operation do you have, that 
has that kind of condition? I haven’t seen that anywhere else. 

Captain Scuumacuer. Well, the basic requirement, sir, is 2,510. 
That is the officers, the top 3 pay grades, plus the fourth pay grade with 
7 years, and the remainder are personnel—there are 1,180 civilians in- 
volved in that, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. Well, now, I just asked you about the civilians. You 
didn’t have any civilians a minute ago. 

Captain Scuumacuer. Not in the net, sir. I misunderstood, sir. 
There are no civilians counted in that 2,510—no civilians counted in 
the 2,510, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. But in your total, that is in your 4,446, you got how 
many civilians ? 

Captain Scuumacuer. I have 1,180, sir. 

The Cuarrman. If there is no amendment—are you through, Mr. 
Hardy. 

Mr. Harpy. No, sir. 

Let me go just a little bit further. 

Well, I wish you didn’t put those dog gone fool totals down there. 
They mislead us. 

But all those people are living somewhere now, aren’t they ? 

Captain Scuumacuer. No,sir. [Laughter.] 

Not in New London, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. Then they are in bad shape. 

Mr. Bares. They are just floating around. 

Captain Scuumacuer. All the people are not living in Now London. 

Mr. Rivers. Will Mr. Hardy yield to me right there? 

Where is the Electric Boat Works? 

Captain ScuouMAcHER. In Groton, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. How far is that from here? 

Captain Scuumacuer. This is 4 or 5 miles south of the base, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Four or five miles south of this base # 

Captain Scuumacuer. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Aren’t a lot of these enlisted people waiting there to 
get phased in on these submarines and they go there waiting until 
the completion of them, and the various work that goes on at the 
Electric Boat and at New London ? 

Captain Scuumacuer. There are some I would say 

Mr. Rivers. That you are taking about that are not entitled to hous- 
ing, like the families there waiting 2, 8, and 4 months, as well as the 
others, for both places ? 














7404 


Captain Scuumacuer. There aren’t many people in that category, 
sir. There are usually about—I wouldn’t say over 50 people entitled 
to housing in each complement waiting for a boat. 

Mr. Rivers. You have an awful lot of people who are attached to 
New London—lI mean to this Electric Boat Works, waiting for their 
ships, at various stages. You are bound to have. 

Captain Scaumacuer. About 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, I am willing to pass this thing over. 

Mr. Brooxs. May I ask a question about it, though ? 

The CuarrmMan. You mean to approve it ? 

Mr. Harpy. I mean pass it over. 

Mr. Rivers. I think we ought to approve this. 

Mr. Brooxs. May I aska question, Mr. Chairman ? 

The Cuamman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Brooxs. You have a good many Federal installations there, I 
happen to know about it. 

Now, tell me this: Have you figured in the housing available for 
other installations? How many projects do we have on housing up 
there and how much do they cover ? 

Captain Scuumacuer. Sir, the Federal installations include the 
submarine base, the training center, the Marine Corps Reserve units, 
SUBLANT and Reserve group, the Sound Labor atory, superintendent 
of shipbuilding, inspector of naval ordance, headquarters Submarine 
Development Group, Submarine School, the Medical Research Labora- 
tory 

Mr. Brooks. You have the Coast Guard Academy there, too. 

Captain Scuumacuer. Marine barracks. Yes, the Coast Guard 
Academy is there, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Now 

Mr. Brooxs. Now, wait just a minute. 

Have you figured the amount of housing available for all of those 
projects, I mean, feder ally owned housing ? 

Captain ScoumMacHeEr. Yes, sir, those are all in our figures, sir. 

Mr. Brooxs. How many housing units do we already have there? 

Captain Scuoumacuer. We have not included the Coast Guard re- 
quirement, sir. But we have counted the number of our people who 
are in federally owned housing. 

Mr. Brooks. How many housing units do you have in all of those 
projec ts? 

Captain Scuumacuer. In federally owned housing, sir, we have— 
federally sponsored housing included—450 W herry’ s; we have 77 
rental units, and we have 12 public quarters. 

We also have other PHA housing, sir. There are 300 units in a 
place known as Conning Towers. 

Mr. Brooxs. Well, leave out PHA. Now, that is all of the federally 
sponsored or federally owned housing we have, excluding the PHA, 
is that right ? 

Captain ScHuMACHER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Brooks. All right. 

The CuarrmMan. Mr. Hardy. 

Mr. Harpy. That Public Housing Administration stuff that you 
have there: What is that, Lanham Act business ? 

Captain Scuu MACHER. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. Harpy. And it is all determined to be inadequate ? 

Captain Scuumacuer. It is in the process of being condemned and 
evacuated now, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. You are moving people out of it now ? 

Captain Scuumacuer. Yes, sir; we have moved over 400 people out 
in the last year, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. Where are you putting them ? 

Captain Scuumacuer. Some have been moved into Conning 
Towers, which is another low-cost unit. Some into the Wherry; 34 
went to private rentals, and 180 moved out of the area. 

Mr. Harpy. Are you reducing or increasing your civilian popula- 
tion at Groton ? 

Captain Scuumacuer. I am not prepared to say definitely, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. That would make right much difference on the question 
of your total housing, wouldn’t it ? 

Admiral Ares. Electric Boat Co. has gone on three shifts, sir. So 
I think the employment up there is increasing considerably, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. Well, I would think that it would, but I wanted to have 
some reassurance. 

Now, do you have any tabulation for determining in what cate- 
gories this deficit of housing falls in? Is it inadequate housing that 
people are living in, and if so, is it based on the physical conditions, 
on floor space, or on excess rentals b somebody’s standards ? 

Captain ScHuMACHER. Sir, we ee a total—in order to eliminate 
the 1180, that is the civilian people—I will talk to only the military 
requirements here. The 551 report their housing is substandard in 
accordance with sanitary conditions, structural, and space. 

Mr. Harpy. Now, let’s talk about that just a minute. You said 
they report that ? 

Captain Scuumacuer. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. Now, what does the Navy know about it / 

Captain ScuuM acuer. The community support, sir, was evaluated 
by two methods. ‘The first was by a questionnaire submitted to all 
married personnel attached to all naval command based at New 
London. 

Mr. Harpy. I understand what that is. 

Captain Scrumacuer. The second method, sir, was by an evaluation 
team consisting of the public works officer, the chaplain, the medical 
officer, the sanitation officer, and a member of the chamber of commerce. 

Mr. Harpy. What did they do? 

Captain Scuumacuer. They used the following criteria, sir. 

They viewed the houses and they used the following criteria. 

Mr. Harpy. Did they inspect them, themselves ? 

Captain Scnumacuer. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. How many of them? 

Captain Scuumacuer. They inspected 22 percent. 

Mr. Harpy. All right. 

Captain Scuumacuer. Of those that are reported as inadequate. 

Mr. Harpy. You could have answered that in 14 words, by saying 
you had a committee represented by these people who inspected them, 
and could have satisfied what I asked you. 

Captain Scuumacuer. Yes, sir. 

The CuarrmMan. Any objection on this item ? 

(No response.) 
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The Cuarrman. If not, it is approved. 

Read the next one. 

Mr. Keuener. Naval facility, Pacific Beach, Washington, 30 units, 
approved previously, Mr. Chairman. 

On page 26, line 1, Naval facility, Point Sur, Calif., 24 units, ap- 


proved. 
Line 2, Naval Air Station, Whidbey Island, Wash., 550 units, 
approved. 


Line 4, Naval Ordnance missile test facility, White Sands Proving 
Grounds, N. Mex., 51 units, approved. 

Line 7, Naval radio station, Winter Harbor, Maine, 20 units, ap- 
proved. 

The CuatrmMan. I want to thank the subcommittee for having con- 
sidered all these items. It helped the full committee a great deal. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman. 

If the committee will give me permission, I can insert our report. 
We had a meeting on Thursday. 

The CuarrMan. On these items in here ? 

Mr. Rivers. Some of them are. 

The Cuatrrman. All right, we will read them off. 

Outside the continental United States. Go right ahead. 

Mr. Bares. Mr. Chairman, I wonder if this would be a good time to 
talk about Squantum Gardens. 

The CHarrman. What? 

Mr. Kettener. A Wherry project, Mr. Chairman. 

Admiral Ares. I think we may have a little more appropriate oc- 
casion later. We have an amendment coming in, sir, that is very 
similar to it, for Indian Head, here. You may want to talk about it 
then. It is an exact parallel, sir. 

Mr. Bares. Any time you are ready. 

The Cuarrman. Now, go outside the continental United States. 

Barbers Point, 1,140 units. 

Mr. Keiitener. Approved, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. That is approved. 

Go ahead. 

Mr. Keviener. Line 11, Fleet Marine Force, Pacific, Headquarters, 
Camp H. M. Smith, Oahu, T. H., 168 units, approved. 

Naval Station, Guam, Mariana Islands, 220 units, not approved, 
Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarman. All right. 

What information have you to submit to the committee on Guam ? 
Where is it? 

Mr. Keiiener. The second one on the sheet. 

The Cuarrman. Is this it? 

Mr. Keviener. Yes, sir, the second one. 

The CHarrman. I don’t see it. 

Mr. Bares. That is the wrong one. 

Mr. Ketiener. Here [hands]. 

The Cuarmman. Oh, yes. 

Of course, we all recognize that Guam, isolated like it is, needs 
quarters. Unless there is some amendment offered or some question 
on it, I will approve it. 

Mr. Bares. May I ask a question ? 
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The CuarrmMan. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Read the next one. 

Mr. Bares. Mr. Chairman, I want to know if they are going to tear 
down any of the World War iat housing units. 

Admiral Arrs. As they are being replaced, we are tearing down 
the old ones. We have an intensive naan program, replacing 
the quonset huts. 

The CuarrMAn. Read the next item. 

Mr. Kevtiener. Line 14— 

Mr. Bares. You are tearing down all the quonset huts? 

Admiral Ares. As they are replaced, we are either tearing them 
down or disposing of them, sir. 

Mr. Bates. I see. You still have that rust problem with those? 

Admiral Aites. Rust ? 

Mr. Bares. Rust. 

Admiral Atnes. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bares. Which is a serious maintenance problem. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, the only question in my mind on the 
Guam situation is whether—you see, you have 95 percent of your 
requirement now insofar as your Navy personnel are concerned; is 
that right? 

Admiral Aires. No, that is existing and projected. 

o Harpy. That includes what you are asking for here / 

Captain ScHuMACHER. Yes, sir. 

Admiral Attrs. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. Is your complement going to continue at about its 
present level ? 

Admiral Aires. If anything, we see increases there. It is the most 
likely place to increase in the Pacific. 

Mr. Harpy. Is the Air Force also increasing its personnel on Guam ? 

Admiral Arrs. I could not say what they are doing. But we are 
finding need for moving some units. 

Mr. Harpy. Now, in your total that you have here, does that total 

also include civilians, when you get to any of your bottom figures / 

Admiral A1tes. The lower figures: ; yes, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. Does that include indigenous personnel that come over 
from other islands? 

Admiral Atrrs. No, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. You are pretty sure of that ? 

Captain Scuumacuer. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. That is only U nited States personnel there / 

Admiral Ares. en is United States civilians. 

The CuarrmMan. Read your next one. That is all right. Go ahead, 
Mr. Kelleher. 

Mr. Ketiener. The next one, Mr. Chairman, is Kaneohe Bay, Ma- 
rine Corps Air Station, 650 units, approved previously. 

Line 16, Naval Ammunition Depot, Oahu, T. H., 114 units, ap- 
proved. 

Naval Station, Pearl Harbor, Oahu, T. H., 650 units, approved. 

Line 20, Naval Station, Roosevelt Roads, P. R., 676 units, previously 
approved. 
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And, Mr. Chairman, I believe the Navy wants to insert at this point 
a new project for 290 units at the Navy Powder Factory, Indian 
Head, Md. 

The Carman. Has that been approved ? 

Mr. Ketrieuer. No, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Why not let them refer it to the subcommittee / 

Mr. Kewiener. It will have to be in this bill to be acquired this year. 
It will have toend up in this bill, under the law today. 

Admiral Artes. It is a permissive Wherry acquisition. 

Mr. Rivers. The subcommittee can meet at a moment's notice. 

Mr. Keiiruer. Is that only the Wherry ? 

Admiral Attes. This is the permissive Wherry acquisition. 

Mr. Keiireuer. I have language for that. 

The CHarrman. This is acquiring Wherry houses / 

Admiral Arzes. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. How many Wherry houses are you acquiring / 

Mr. Ketiener. 385, Mr. Chairman. 

Admiral Ares. 385 units, sir. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. This is existing Wherry houses; that is already 
there. 

Mr. Harpy. What he wants to do is acquire these so he can improve 
them. ; 

The Cuarrman. Yes. This is a permissive acquisition. 

Admiral Ames. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. And not a mandatory. 

Admiral Ares. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Ketiener. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bray. Weare not putting in any additional houses? 

Admiral Arzes. No, sir. 

Mr. Bray. You want to take over Wherry ? 

Admiral Ares. We don’t want to add one unit to our existing 
units. 

Mr. Ketiener. Mr. Chairman, you will recall that we changed the 
law last year. Whether it be C apehart, Wherry, or any other hous- 
ing, it has to be a line item in the bill. 

The Chairman. This is permissive acquisition ? 

Admiral Arms. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. How many Wherry’s are there now ? 

Admiral Aries. 385, sir. 

The Cuatrman. And you propose to acquire them all ? 

Admiral Atres. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. And approximately how much will you spend on 
ach unit? Of course, we don’t make the maximum or minimum. 

Admiral Petter. We will submit that to the committee. 

Mr. Rivers. What? 

Mr. Harpy. Now, that—— 

The Cuatrman. Wait one minute. 

What about it? Have you made an investigation as to what is 
going to be the total repair on these units? Now, if you haven’t— 
don’t be ina hurry about this. We have all the time. 

Admiral A1tes. Mr. Gregg may be able to state. 

The CuarrmMan. We will get to that later on. 

Mr. Rivers. We can go into that. 
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The Cuarrman. Now, section 

Admiral Ares. I think Mr. Gregg can answer those questions, sir.. 

Mr. Bares. Mr. Chairman, let’s talk about this one a little bit. 

The Cuamrman. I was going to pass it over and let them talk in 
the Senate and we will talk later on about it. 

Mr. Bares. Let’s talk about it right now. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Mr. Bares. Now, this is the first one you acquired having a per- 
missive status; is that correct ? 

Admiral Atres. No, sir. 

Mr. Bares, That is not correct ? 

Admiral Armrs. No, sir. 

Mr. Bares. Well, I didn’t know the log jam had been broken in the 
Navy. I didn’t know you had acquired any. I thought it was the 
policy of the Navy not to acquire any which were merely permissive 
in nature. 

Admiral Ares. We acquired two units, at the naval communica- 
tion station just outside of Norfolk. 

Mr. Harpy. The only reason you did, if the gentleman will yield, 
was because I bore down on you so hard to try to get you started mov- 
ing, and you still haven’t finished the acquisition of those, and they 
were your project Nos. 1 and 2. 

I do think the way the Navy has handled that thing is one of the 
most—one of the poorest things the Navy has ever handled, in my 
opinion. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Bates. 

Mr. Barres. Maybe I didn’t bear down hard enough, but IT guess— 
we have been talking about Squantum up there for a long time. The 
enlisted people living in those units up there have had their rent 
increased 25 percent. 

Admiral Atrrs. By the activities of the local government adding 
taxes onto the owners. 

Mr. Bates. I don’t know what the reason is, Admiral. 

Admiral Artes. That was the reason, sir. 

Mr. Bares. I think in terms of the enlisted personnel. That is not 
in my neck of the woods. So my prime interest is in the people there. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Bates, will you yield there? 

Mr. Bares. In fact, all the houses we are building is in the interest 
of the military personnel. 

Admiral Ares. That is right. 

Mr. Bares. That is our prime concern. 

Admiral Atrrs. That is our concern, too. 

Mr. Bares. So when I find some enlisted men in the lower—enlisted 
men who are entitled to quarters paying a 25-percent increase in it, 
I get a little bit concerned. Particularly, we have witnesses up here 
on a pay bill telling us how we have to increase the pay so we are going 
to improve the morale in the Armed Forces, and at the same time we 
have a situation like this exist and nobody gets concerned about it. 
It doesn’t add up to me. 

What are we going to do about it? 

Admiral Aiies. We are still trying to get the local government to 
take into consideration the contributions to the local community, which 
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they are responsible to do. Thus far, we have not been able to get that 
recommendation. 

Mr. Bates. As far as the local government is concerned. 

The Cuarmman. How many units are involved ? 

Mr. Bares. The fact of the matter is that this Wherry item at Squan- 
tum was approved in 1949, first. Now, they didn’t accept it and certify 
it to public housing until 1954. And that is when construction was 
started, in 1954. However, it was in 1950 that the Chief of Naval 
Operations decided to close Squantum. They decided to close it in 
1950. 

The Cuarrman. Is it closed now ? 

Mr. Bates. Yes, it was closed. 

Admiral Ams. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bares. And these were certified to be built in 1954. Construc- 
tion was started in August of 1954. It was completed in 1955. That 
was after the base had already been closed. 

The Cuarrman. Wait 1 minute, Mr. Bates. 

You mean to tell this committee that the Department closed Squan- 
tum Naval Base in 1950 and then the Navy Department certified to 
build Wherry houses after the base was closed ? 

Mr. Bates, No, sir, the decision to close it was in 1950. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Mr. Bates. The airfield was actually closed in 1953. 

The Cuairman. When did they certify 

Mr. Bares. In 1954 it was certified, and construction started that 
year, 1954, a year after it closed. 

The Cuarmman. Then after 1 year, after the base had been closed, 
they begin to build Wherry houses ? 

Mr. Bates. SoI think 

The Cuamman. Wait 1 minute. 

Is that correct ? 

Mr. Bates. That is right. 

Mr. Rivers. You mean they built Wherry houses at a vacant base? 

Mr. Bares. I think they got a story to add to it. They said it wasn’t 
only 

The Cuarrman. Let’s clear that up. We want some information on 
that. 

Mr. Bares. I want to get at least my part of it on the record. 

It is true that after they decided to close the base they cut down the 
number to 150 from—what was it? 

Mr. Greece. The neighborhood of 450. 

Mr. Bates. They cut itdown. The base had been closed. 

The reason given was that the people living around there in the 
general area could use it. It has been occupied 100 percent. I take no 
issue with that. 

But I do have great concern when the rents are increased 25 percent. 

Now, whether or not the local authorities should have done it, I 
don’t know. If the Navy acquires it, it doesn’t make any difference, 
because we are not going to pay any taxes to the local government. 
From their point of view, I don’t see how they are going to make out, 
anyway, if the Navy does something. But my only concern is when I 
find a bunch of enlisted men have their rent increased 25 percent. 
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Mr. Rivers. Mr. Bates—Will Mr. Bates yield right there? The 
subcommittee—Is this the same project Mr. Wigglesworth is inter- 
ested in? 

Mr. Bares. Yes. 

Mr. Ketitener. Yes 

Mr. Rivers. The subcommittee tried to take up this project on at 
least one occasion. 

Mr. Bates. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. There was some difficulty in getting the interested 
parties together. 

Mr. Ketzener. That is right. 

Mr. Rivers. I think the reason the houses were built—it wasn’t for 
the Squantum base. It was for the personnel in the Boston area. 

Admiral Atrzes. That is right. 

Mr. Rivers. That was the reason. 

You don’t want the record to show that we build houses on a vacant 
base. 

Mr. Bates. The record is this: 

The original project provided housing for naval personnel at all naval activi- 
ties in the area, including the Naval Air Station, Squantum. After it was de- 
cided to close the air station, the project was reduced from 302 units to 150 units, 
and a site for the 150 units was selected on the old air station property. 

Now, is that correct ? 

Admiral Ames. That is correct. 

Mr. Bares. And it is Government property there 4 

Admiral Ares. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Bates, if you will yield right there? 

In defense of the Navy, while I was quite critical of Yards and 
Docks, of the slow procedure they followed, as I said at the opening of 
this heari ing, the Yards and Docks have a new look now, in Admiral 
Peltier, and I think they are moving commendably. 

Mr. Bates. That is right. That is the reason I am bringing it up 
now, because I expect to get some action. 

The Cuarrman. Let’s get back on the track. 

Mr. Bates. Let’s stay on the track. 

Now, this is the old air station there. And under a court decision, 
the State of Massachusetts and the local locality are permitted to 
a taxes ; is that correct, Captain ? 

Captain Scnumacuer. That is correct. 

Admiral Arzs. That is correct. 

Mr. Bares. Now, has that happened anywhere else in the United 
States ? 

Admiral Atzs. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Greea. It is being contested right now in California, generally. 

Mr. Bares. It is being contested ? 

Mr. Greae. Yes, our tax determination, deduction determinations. 

Mr. Bares. Now, in the event that all the other courts agree with 
the decision in this particular case or in the case generally in the Mas- 

sachusetts courts, what would be the policy of the Navy then? Are we 
going to permit rents to be increased 25 percent ? We have an obliga- 
tion to keep these places occupied. 

Mr. Gree. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bares. So, we are not going to get out of it either way you 
turn. 











Mr. Greec. Well, actually, the rents have been increased 16% per- 
cent. We have talked to the FHA, to make a temporary moratorium 
on the increase in the rents. 

Mr. Roberts, the sponsor of the project, has not increased the rents 
where there would be personal hardships. 

Since that time, we had the matter thoroughly investigated by the 
Department and all the facts are in the Secretary’s Office and they are 
sider consideration right now, sir. 

Mr. Bares. All the facts have been in my office for several months. 
The point I am interested in is getting a decision on the thing. If 
this is going to be something that is going to develop throughout the 
entire country, as you indicate now in California, what are we going to 
do for these enlisted personnel and what are we going to do about the 
responsibility of the Government to keep these occupied ? 

Now, if we didn’t have that responsibility, that is one thing. But 
we are not going to get out of this just by letting the thing continue 
and having enlisted men pay the bill. I just don’t think that is right. 

The Cuarrman. Allright. Let’s get this for the record. 

Mr. Bates. Now, I want to find out. Now, you got this new one 
here. Why are you acquiring the new one, this one here at Indian- 
head? What isthat case? 

Mr. Lanxrorp. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman will yield, I think, 
I can tell him something about that, since it is in my district, the item 
we are discussing. 

Indianhead was certified and built in 1952 and 1953, if I recall, and 
the best figure I have is that it has never been occupied over some 50 
percent since it was built. 

The Cuarrman. Fifty percent? 

Mr. Lanxrorp. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Occupied ? 

Mr. Lanxrorp. That is about all. 

The Cuatrman. Then, why should we acquire it? 

Mr. Lankrorb. Well 

The CHarrman. Oh,thatisright. We guaranteed it. 

Mr. LanxForp. We havea moral obligation. 

The Cuatrman. That is right. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. If nothing else. 

The CuatrmMan. Thatisright. We guaranteed the full rental. 

Mr. Bray. Mr. Chairman, legally, in regard to Indianhead or any 
Wherry housing project that goes sour, so to speak, if they do not 
keep up their payments to the Government, the FHA then files 
suit 

The CHarrman. That is right. 

Mr. Bray. In the appropriate court and forecloses, like any other 
foreclosure, and then it appoints a receiver and ultimately sells it. 

That is what they are doing at the present time at Crane. Nobody 
apparently wants to build there. But somebody in the Government 
did. It is only about 30 to 50 percent occupied. It has been fore- 
closed and will be sold within the next few days. 

And that would be the alternative here, if the Navy didn’t take 
over. There, they just said, “Turn it over to the FHA,” and the FHA 
did take over and foreclose. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. In this case, the Navy certified there was a need. 

Mr. Bray. Oh, they certified to it 
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Mr. Lanxrorv. They got down here, community support of 846 
units and the town of Indianhead only has 500 people in it on election 
day. 

The Cuarmman. Of course, we are liable to the builder for the full 
occupancy of the premises, are we not ? 

Mr. Bray. No. 

Admiral Artes. We are under a moral obligation to him; yes, sir. 

The CuatrMan. Do we pay for it ? 

Admiral Artes. No, sir. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. No, sir. 

Mr. Bray. There is no obligation, except the moral obligation, to 
insist in putting them in there. Then, if it goes sour, they can bail 
them out or they can let the FHA foreclose and sell it on the market. 
The FHA takes the loss, and not the Navy. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. But, Mr. Bray—if you will yield there for a minute? 

There is a very strong moral obligation, esis the Navy asked 
for proposals on this, cer tifyi ing a need. 

Mr. Bray. They did in every one of them. 

Mr. Lankrorp. It was not a case of the builder coming in and say- 
ing “Let me build Wherry housing here.” 

The Navy went out and asked the builders to come in and build the 
Wherry. 

Mr. Bray. If I understand correctly, they had to do that in every 
Wherry case. 

The CHatrMan. Now, let’s make some progress, now. 

Mr. Bares. Let me find out a little bit more about Squantum. The 
rents have gone up 1624 percent ? 

Mr. Greeg. They have, sir. 

Mr. Bares. On the average ? 

Mr. Greea. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bares. That is the first increment, apparently. 

Mr. Greee. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bares. So the estimate is it will go up 25 or 30 percent. That 
was the estimate. 

Mr. Grea. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bares. Now, whether or not the local community should have 
put taxes on it is their business. I don’t think they should. That is 
the way I look at it. 

Admiral Aites. We don’t think so, either. 

Mr. Bares. I think they ought to be grateful for the amount of 
military work that we provide ‘for the local people. That is my per- 
sonal opinion on the matter. But nevertheless under the court de- 
cision they can do it, and have done it. 

Now, are the people staying in Squantum Gardens? 

Mr. Greece. Some are moving out. We notice a lot of fleet people 
moving in, sir. 

Mr. Bares. That are moving in ? 

Mr. Greaa. Yes, sir. 

That 1624-percent increase: the project is still a fair rental value 
for the type of housing it does furnish. Anything above that—I 
think the housing ashore would be more competitive. 

Mr. Bates. Do you think the way it is 

The Cuatrman. Now the-— 
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Mr. Bates. Mr. Chairman, let me finish. 

You think the way it is right now, the values are fair compared with 
other units ? 

Mr. Greee. On the 1624-percent increase, yes, sir. 

Mr. Bares. To compare with rent they are paying in other places 
throughout the country ? 

Mr. Greece. In that’ particular area, sir, metropolitan Boston area, 
in that area. 

Mr. Bares. Of course, in downtown Boston, things are a little bit 
expensive. But is it much out of line with, say, rental allowances? 

Mr. Lanxrorp. Salem. 

Mr. Greece. No, it is within a rental allowance, sir, still.° 

Mr. Bates. It is within the rental allowance, now ? 

Mr. Grece. On the 1624, within the majority or normal case. 

The Cuatrman. The question before the committee is in regard to 
Indianhead. 

Admiral Atzzs. Yes, sir. 

The Cyatrman. Hasn’t the subcommittee had some consideration 
of that, as to permissive and mandatory acquisition ? 

Mandatory is necessary because you built the Capehart houses. 
Now, here it is a Wherry project that is not necessary to buy to meet 
the requirement of Capehar t houses. 

Now, you are asking the committee to buy them. You started down 
in Norfolk and bought 20 in one place and 20 at another. And that 
was a permissive acquisition. No Capehart houses were being built 
there to force you to get rid of the Wherry houses. 

Now, you haven’t any limitation as to the expenditure you are going 
to make on these houses at Indianhead. How much are you going to 
spend per unit ? 

Admiral Aires. I think we have an estimate of the price, sir. 

Mr. Greece. Not to exceed $3,000 on the average. 

The Cuarrman. Of course, I know that. 

Mr. Rivers. We know that. 

The Cuatrman. That is the maximum we wrote. 

Mr. Harpy. That isa silly answer. 

The Cuatrman. I think that is wrong, because you are going to 
spend $3,000 on each unit. That is what you are going to do. And 
you haven’t made any personal inspection to see how much each unit 
would need. 

What you want to spend is exactly what it needs to put it in good 
condition and not on the basis of $3,000 for any one unit. 

Mr. Greee. I have an explanation, sir. 

The CuarrMan. I think you need one. 

Mr. Greec. From the 385 units we propose to reduce them down to 
290 units. 

No. 1, we built a type of housing that is not normal in the area. 
We have 11 and 12 families off a common hallway. That has been 
the major objection since the houses were constructed. They are 
relatively small. 

Secretary Bantz went down there and Secretary Bryant, and they 
agreed we have a problem on the housing. It exists. We can’t do 
anything about it. We must solve it. 
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We do have on the station some World War I housing, temporary, 
and some World War II housing that is very temporary, and it has 
high maintenance cost. So how do we solve the situation ? 

We must start with what we have there. And we have had an 
expert, one of our architects from the Bureau of Yards and Docks, 
go down there to see if we could meet the family pattern existing on 
a by altering the existing Wherry housing and what could 

one. 

The Cuatrman. All right. How many units are you proposing to 
acquire, Wherry units ? 

Mr. Greae@. 385 units. 

The Coamman. How many? 

Mr. Grea. 385 units, sir. 

The CuHarrMan. 385. 

And after you get through remodeling them, you are going to have 
200 and how many ? 

Mr. Greae. 290, sir. 

The CHarrMan,. 209. 

Mr. Rivers. 290. 

Mr. Kei.tener. 290. 

The CuHarmrman. Let me get through and everybody will have a 
chance. 

How much money are you going to spend on your 209? What is 
going to be the total cost ? 

Mr. Grece. Approximately $2,700, $2,800, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. 290. 

Mr. Kinpay. 290. 

The Cuarrman. 290. 

And they are going to be how much ? 

Mr. Greea. $2,700 to $2,800, approximately. 

The CuarrMan. $27 to $2,800 per unit? 

Mr. Greae. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatmrman. Now, in dollars and cents, how much does that 
cometo? Figure it out. 

Mr. Rivers. About $800,000. 

The Cuatrman. $800,000. 

Mr. Ketiener. $880,000, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuamman. Have you figured out how much these 385 units 
are going to cost you ¢ 

Mr. Greae. They will be acquired on the basis of a fair market 
appraisal, sir. 

The Cuatrman. How much do we have to pay the sponsor? How 
much equity he has in that? You got it all figured out, haven’t you’ 

Mr. Greee. On the basis of unvalidated costs, sir, his equity is in 
the neighborhood of $65,000. 

The Cuarrman. Then we would have to assume the obligation and 
pay the sponsor some $65,000. ' 

Mr. Greae. No, sir. If the property is appraised on a fair market 
value, we may not pay him anywheres near that, sir. 

The CuatrMan. Well, at the outset, from what you have just said, 
it wouldn’t be over $65,000 to the sponsor. 

Mr. Ketiener. That isthe formula? 

Mr. Greae. That is 
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The CuHamman. How much did the sponsor make in the first 
instance ? 

Mr. Greece. Actually, our records indicate, sir, that the sponsor 
has money in the project. 

The CuHarrman. What? 

Mr. Greee. He has money in the project, sir. 

The CuHarrman. He has what ! 

Mr. Greece. He has money in the project, sir. 

Mr. Kettener. He put in some of his own, which is rare. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. Mr. Chairman, if I may add here, sir: the sponsor 
has lost money on this. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman, let me say this about these projects. 

To start with, this was not a good risk. The FHA would not have 

taken this project on a business proposition. The Navy went in there 
and urged them—and they can overrule the FHA under the law 
and built these houses of a Pontieatle design. 

Now, they are going to cut them down 100 units and rehabilitate 
them to the extent of eight-hundred-thousand-odd dollars. 

We are faced with a moral obligation here; if there is one. This 
is not a business proposition. So, we are just faced with it. 

Now, the good thing the Yard oad Dee ks has done is go down there 
with their architect and .try to salvage what is good in this project. 
I think we owe it, to approve this projec t. 

The Crarrman. In view of what Mr. Rivers has said, the amend- 
ment is agreed to. 

Mr. Bray. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CuarrmMan. Mr. Bray. 

Mr. Bray. I havea question. There are now 385 units ? 

Mr. Grece. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bray. And you are cutting it down to how many ? 

Mr. Greece. Down to 290, sir, more or less. 

Mr. Bray. 290; almost 100 units. 

Mr. Greae. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Without—— 

Mr. Bray. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me—TI don’t know what could 
bedone. I don’t like to see the man who built it lose. 

Of course, at Crane he took the loss. It should never have been 
built at Crane, and it shouldn’t have been built here. To me, it isn’t 
possible to eliminate 100 units without the taxpayers in the end paying 
for it. 

I personally couldn’t agree, without knowing more about it, to 
eliminate that number of units. As late as that was built and with 
that poor planning, the guy that mereentty QO. K.’d it and planned 
it should be the man that pays it. I don’t know who he is and how to 
get hold of him. 

I would like to help work out something to take care of this fellow 
within reason, but I am not going to agree to destroy 100 units of 
Government housing. 

The Cuamman. I suggest we do this: We go ahead and agree to this 
amendment and then the subcommittee will look into the recondi- 
tioning of the 385 and see what is the appropriate thing to do. 

Admiral Ares. That is still our responsibility, to clear that in detail 
with the subcommittee, sir. 
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Mr. Bray. Mr. Chairman, shouldn’t you have somebody go up there 
and look at it, before agreeing to it ? 

The Cuarrman. Well, I don’t think so. I think you see from what 
the witness has stated, the facts would warrant it. 

Mr. Rivers. There is not much we can do. 

The Cuarrman. I think it is sound. 

Mr. Rivers. Sure, it is sound. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. Mr. Bray, this has been under study and considera- 
tion for something over a year, about a year. 

The Cuarrman. Any objection to approving the item, with the 
amendment? If not, the item is approved and the amendment is 
agreed to. Now, members of the committee, that gets down to the 
increase in appropriations for authorization last year. 

How much—was it $23 million for the Navy ? 

Admiral Attxs. No, sir. 

Mr. Ketteuer. This year, Mr. Chairman? 

The Cuatrman. No, on these items. 

Mr. Ketiener. Yes, but you mean this year ? 

The Cuarrman. Yes. 

Mr. Ketiener. $15 million, I believe. 

The CHarrman. How much? 

Mr. Ketiener. $15 million, I believe. 

The CHarrMan. It is $13 million for the Army. 

Mr. Ketiener. It is about the same. 

The Cuarrman. Allright. 

We all understand these items in section 205. That is previous 
authorizations where the line item amounts had to be increased on 
account of the cost. 

Mr. Rivers. What is the hospital at Norfolk finally going to cost! 

Admiral Ares. We hope this will complete it—$13,979,000 sir. 

Mr. Rivers. That has caused more trouble than any hospital I 
know, to build. 

Mr. Harpy. Weare getting along fine. 

The CuHarRMAN. You are not in order, to get into any controversial 
hassle between Mr. Hardy and Mr. Rivers. 

Now, that finishes the Navy’s bill. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CuairmMan. Now, wait 1 minute. 

Mr. Rivers. Page 16, please, sir. 

The CHarrMan. We will turn back now—— 

Admiral Attes. Mr. Chairman—— 

The Cuatrman. What? 

Admiral Attes. Mr. Chairman, before we go all the way back, in 
this housing, on page 25, line 1, Naval Air Facility, Sigonella, Italy, 
122 units, we would like to propose that the words “and community 
support facilities” be added to that, sir. 

The CuamrmMan. What do you mean? You are going to have to feed 
them ? 

Admiral Artes. No, sir. These are community-support facilities 
that we thought, since the Army was responsible in this area, they 
would provide the community support in these stations. 

The Cuatrman. What do you term “community support”? Elec- 
tric lights 
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Captain Errer. The community-support facilities, Mr. Chairman, 
are such things as a community building where necessary 

The Cuarrman. Recreation facilities ? 

Captain Errer. Yes, sir, recreation facilities and such things as that, 
that are necessary to support any large community. 

The Cuarrman. Why shouldn’t you put that at each one, then, each 
one of the items abroad ? 

Admiral Ams. In the others, that is taken care of by other means, 
sir. This is one where the Army has the responsibility in the area for 
everything except our family housing, and the Secretary of Defense 
elected that if we wanted community-support facilities to support this 
housing, we should ask for it. 

Mr. Bates. What is the additional cost ? 

Captain Errer. There is no additional cost, Mr. Bates. 

Admiral Armes. This is Commodity Credit funds we will be using. 

Mr. Harpy. That is not at any cost? 

Admiral Arzs. Sir? 

Mr. Harpy. That is not any cost? 

Mr. Rivers. Additional. 

The Cuarrman. Of course, it is additional cost. 

Captain Errerr. There is no additional dollar cost, sir, The prob- 
lem, Mr. Chairman, is that the statute which allows us to use Com- 
modity Credit funds for overseas housing also provides for commu- 
nity facilities. Since the housing must now be specifically authorized 
the Department of Defense feels that we also need specific authority 
for community support facilities. That is the reason we would like 
to have this additional language. 

Mr. Rivers. But there is no appropriated money for it ? 

Captain Errer. No, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. It comes out of Commodity Credit. 

Captain Errer. It will be funded with lira. 

The Cuarrman. Without objection, the language is added to line 
1 on page 25, after the word “units.” 

Now, members of the committee, I think—we briefly want to turn 
back here to—— 

Mr. Rivers. Page 16. 

The Cuarrman. At the beginning. 

All these California items we are passing over in deference to our 
four colleagues from California, who are necessarily absent. 

Now, on page 

Mr. Ketiener. Sixteen. 

The Cuarrman. “Naval Shipyard, San Francisco, Calif.: Opera- 
tional training facilities, $766,000.” 

I have a note here, “Rivers amendment pending.” 

Mr. Rivers. Yes, sir. That is where it comes, right there. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

Now, Mr. Rivers, has an amendment. Let the amendment be read. 

Mr. Rivers. Go ahead, Mr. Kelleher. 

Mr. Ketiener. This would be on page 16, Mr. Chairman, following 
line 21. It would read as follows 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

Mr. Keiiener. “Naval Shipyard, South Carolina. Operational 
facilities, $10 million.” 
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The Cuarrman. Wait one minute. 

Operational facilities? 

r. Kettener. It is a drydock, actually. 

The Cuarrman. Why not put the word “drydock” 

Mr. Kerieuer. The Secretary of Defense’s office has imposed these 
categories on all three services, and a drydock falls under the heading 
of “Operational facilities.” There is no reason why it couldn’t be 
“drydock,” however. 

hTe CHairman. You say “Operational facilities, drydock.” Put 
it in that way. 

Mr. Ketiener. That is right. 

The CuatrMan. This is offered by Mr. Rivers. <A full hearing has 
been had on it. A very heavy, voluminous record, as to its justifica- 
tion, no doubt has been made. 

Mr. Rivers. Without objection. 

The Cuatrman. I don’t know how many pages it is going to cover, 
but I imagine it is very voluminous. And the facts are sufficient to 
warrant a drydock. 

How many drydocks, Mr. Rivers, have you at Charleston Navy 
Yard? 

Mr. Rivers. I have two small ones, that have been there since 1900. 
And the Navy has asked 

The Cuarrman. Admiral, what is the size of the present drydock ? 

Admiral Ares. Sir? 

The CuarrmMan. What is the size of the present drydock ? 

Admiral Aries. Small cruiser docks, sir. 

The Cuarrman. What? 

Admira] Artes. They are small cruiser docks, 

The CuHatrman. What type of drydock can you build for $10 
million ? 

Admiral Armes. It will be one of our cruiser docks, sir. 

The Cuarrman. It will be, then, approximately how long? 

Admiral Artes. About 700 feet long, sir. 

The CuatrmMan. How wide? 

Admiral Ares. About 110 feet wide. 

The Crarrman. Is there space in the Charleston Navy Yard, on 
the Cooper River, for these ? 

Admiral Aes. Yes, sir. 

In the long-range plan that we have for this, the detailed develop- 
ment plan of the yard, there is a plan for putting it in there. 

The Cuarrman. Is there a demand for a drydock of that type 
down in that section of the southeast part of the country ? 

Admiral Artes. Well we are making a study of the actual dry- 
dock situation. 

The Cuarrman. How many drydocks have you below Norfolk ? 

Mr. Rivers. Two. 

The Cuarrman. To take care of cruisers ? 

Admiral Atres. None, until we get to Roosevelt Roads, sir. 

The CuarrMan. None until you get to Puerto Rico? 

Admiral Armes. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman,. That is right. There is no drydock out from Nor- 
folk down to Roosevelt Roads in Puerto Rico. 

Admiral Atrrs. That is right, sir. 
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The Cuarrman. And nothing but drydocks for destroyers. 
Admiral Aires. There are drydocks for destroyers. We can dock 
them 

The Carman. Now, outside of Charleston, where are the other 
drydocks for destroyers in the southeast ? 

Admiral Aes. There are docks in Jacksonville, where we can dock 
destroyers. 

The CuairM. An. One at Jacksonville. 

Are there any in the gulf? 

Admiral A1tes. No, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman, let me interject right there 

The Cuatrman. Let me go ahead. I was just trying to make the 
case for you. 

Then, from Corpus Christi to Norfolk, the committee can under- 
stand there is no drydock large enough to take care of the cruiser? 

Admiral Aires. That is right, sir. 

The Cuarrman. There is no drydock large enough to take care of 
an airplane carrier ¢ 

Admiral Attzs. No, sir. 

The Crarrman. Then, the drydocks to accommodate that type of 
ship—they would have to either go to Norfolk or Roosevelt Roads 
in Puerto Rico? . 

Admiral Atrrs. That is right, sir. 

The CuarrmMan. You have docks sufficient to take care of submarines 
and docks sufficient to take care of destroyers, but you do not have a 
dock to take care of that type of ship / 

Admiral Aires. Of the cruiser? 

The CuatrMan. Cruisers. 

Admiral Ates. No, sir. 

The Cuartrman. Then, if a ship is brought out of the mothballed 
fleet, where it is down in Florida, and if it were a sizable cruiser, it 
would have to go to Norfolk to be drydocked ? 

Admiral Ames. Norfolk or farther north. 

Mr. Bates. They can put the Sa/em in mothballs there, Mr. Chair- 
man. 

The Cuarrman. I think that makes the case. I think we are on 
good ground. 

Without objection, the amendment is written into the bill at this 
place. 

Now, let’s go on. 

Mr. Rivers. I have nothing to say, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Kitpay. Good. 

The CuarrMan. The next item in here—— 

Now, wait one minute. Now, that winds that up. 

Mr. Keviener. The top of 18. 

The Cuatrman. Now, I don’t think the committee was warranted 
in authorizing $11,215,000 at the Naval seaplane facility, Harvey 
Point. 

I think, from the study Mr. Kelleher and myself have made and 
others on this item, that we will be warranted in reducing that item 
to $7,041,000. And I am going to ask the committee to reverse its 
decision, because we are not warranted in making that appropriation, 
but only $7,041,000. 

Mr. Kitpay. Which item is that ? 
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The Cuarrman. I ask the committee to reconsider. 

Without objection, the committee reconsiders—— 

Mr. Price. Mr. Chairman, why would you cut this $4 million off 
of here? 

The CHatrman. What? 

Mr. Price. If the $7 million is warranted, why won’t the full amount 
be warranted ? 

The Cuarman. No. Because it is not warranted. We are war- 
ranted in doing what we are doing. 

Mr. Price. I mean it is just for the sake of reducing the item, or 
is there some good reason ? 

The Cuarrman. No. It is so low in their funding, that $4,174,000 
will not be funded for a great many years. I think the committee 
would not be warranted, from the information we have, in giving 
the full amount of $11,215,000, and I ask that we reconsider and reduce 
the item to $7,041,000. 

Without objection 

Admiral Artes. May I speak to that, Mr. Chairman ? 

The CHairMAN. No, sir. 

Mr. Price. Let’s hear the Navy on that. 

The CuHarrMan. Without objection it is so agreed to. 

Mr. Price. Wait a minute. I may object. I would like to hear 
the Navy position on it. 

The Cuarrman. Of course you can always find naval officers that 
are going to testify this and that. 

Go ahead, Admiral. 

Admiral A1tes. This is our first, our only place for our P6M planes. 

The CHarrman. We understand that. We know exactly what we 
are doing here. 

If there is no objection on the part of the committee, we rescind 
our former 

Captain Saneer. Mr. Chairman, that P6M is a year behind already, 
at that base. 

The Cuatrman. We know all about that. 

This item the committee reduces from $11,250,000 down to $7,041,000. 
Without objection, it is agreed to. 

Now, the next item in here now is an amendment agreed to insert— 
what is this? 

What is this, Mr. Kelleher ? 

Mr. Kettenrr. Where is that, Mr. Chairman / 

The CHarrMANn. That ison page 19. Andrews Field. 

Mr. Keitiener. Yes, Andrews Field. 

The Cuarrman. Oh, yes. 

Mr. Kiipay. Mr. Norblad said he would go out and look at it. 

Mr. Keviener. Towers Field. 

The Cuarrman. That item should be cut to $855,000. 

Mr. Krtpay. We did that. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. Where isthat,sir? Towers? 

Mr. Keniener. Page 19, line 9. The new figure would be 
$17,666,000. 

Mr. Kitpay. Wasn't that amendment adopted ? 

Mr. Ketiruer. That was adopted. The installation was passed 
over, however. 











The Cuarmman. All right. 

That is agreed to. 

Mr. Bares. What are they going to do down there, Mr. Chairman ? 

Mr. Kitpay. We had quite a hearing here the other day on it. 

Mr. Bates. Well, I missed that one. 

The CHarrman. Now, members of the committee, that is the three 
amendments 

Mr. Bates. They are going to be flying cadets up there ? 

Mr. Lanxkrorp. No. Indoctrination. 

The Cuatrman. Whois here from the Marine Corps? 

Mr. Bares. Are they going to get in any air? 

Mr. Lanxrorp. They are going to go in the air as passengers, as 
testified here. 

Mr. Bares. I will never go along with that. 

Admiral Armes. They are going as passengers only. They are not 
flying the plane. 

Mr. Bares. We ought to eliminate the whole thing. 

The Cuarrman. Who is here from the Marine Corps? 

Mr. Keviener. No one is here, Mr. Chairman. So many of the 
installations are California installations that the Navy did not bring 
witnesses here today. 

The CxHatrman. That. finishes everything except the California 
items. About half of the bill is California items. 

That makes a reduction up to date of $30,029,000, plus an addition 
of $10 million. That will give a net reduction of $20 million in the 
Navy’s items. 


Mr. Kitpay. Mr. Chairman, I have an amendment, on page 17, 
line 4, that I would like to offer. And maybe we would have to have 
the Department give us some more information about it. 

Read the amendment. 

Mr. Kettener. Page 17, following line 4, insert a new item as 
follows: 


Naval Auxiliary Air Station, Kingsville, Tex., troop housing $1,041,204. 


The CHarmrman. That is in connection with Corpus Christi? 

Mr. Kirpay. That is right. 

The CHarrmMan. That is right. 

Mr. Kirpay. In connection with Corpus Christi Naval Air Base. 

The Cuarrman. Oh, yes, barracks. 

Now, give us brief information in regard to Kingsville and Corpus 
Christi. They are all tied there together. 

Admiral Aimzs. Yes, sir 

This is in our Advanced Air Training Command, sir, where the final 
training is given to our pilots. 

Kingsville is one of the main stations in that complex. This housing 
is for the housing of enlisted personnel who maintain the planes that 
the officers 

The CuarrmMan. How much is it, Mr. Kelleher ? 

Mr. Kentener. $1,041,000. 

The CuHairMan. Without objection, the amendment is agreed to. 

That winds that up. 

Now, I don’t hardly think—of course, we have to wait now until 
these members get back from California. ‘Their presence wouldn’t 
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help us very much anyhow, because we are in a very constructive mood. 
They would also be in that atmosphere. But we will hold them up. 

Now, the next section of the bill is the Air Force. 

Mr. Kelleher. 

Mr. Ketiener. Yes, sir? 

The Cuarrman. Are you through now, Admiral ? 

Admiral Artes. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Admiral, I want to thank you on behalf of the 
committee for your usual thorough knowledge in presenting your 
bill. It isa very constructive and magnificent job, and conveyed to the 
committee the information that enables us to reach a right and correct 
decision on each of these items. 

Thank you, very much. 

Admiral Attes. Mr. Chairman, we appreciate your consideration of 
our program. 

The CHatrman. Now, Mr. Kelleher, get the Air Force up here 
tomorrow. 

Mr. Rivers. Nine o’clock ? 

The Cuamman. The committee will take a recess until 9 o’clock 
tomorrow morning. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman, you want me to present these projects 
this morning ? 

The CHatrMan. Yes. 

Present Mr. Rivers’ projects, Mr. Kelleher. You have it, Mr. 
Kelleher ? 

Mr. Rivers. I have it right here. 

Mr. Chairman, your Real Estate and Construction Subcommittee 
met on last Wednesday, May 28, and considered a number of housing 
and real-estate projects. It recommends approval of the following: 

Army disposal projects: 

No. 109: Declaration to GSA of 93 acres at Camp Simms Military 
Reservation, D.C. 

No. 110: Transfer of 40 acres also at Camp Simms to the National 
Park Service, Department of the Interior. 

No. 107: Declaration as excess to GSA of 68 acres of unimproved 
land at Twin Cities Arsenal, Minn. 

Air Force acquisitions for Capehart housing as follows: 

No. 423 : 133 acres at Langley Air Force Base, Va. 

No. 424: 150 acres at McClellan Air Force Base, Calif. 

No. 425: 70.7 acres at Bunker Hill Air Force Base, Ind. 

No. 426 : 64.7 acres at Sioux City Municipal Airport, Lowa. 

No. 427 : 127 acres at Sheppard Air Force Base, Tex. 

Air Force acquisition No. 429: 449 acres at Reese Air Force Base, 
Tex., for the construction of an auxiliary runway. 

Air Force acquisition No. 418: Transfer from the Navy to the Air 
Force of almost 27 acres at the Mishaum Point Military Reservation, 
Mass. 

Wherry acquisitions: 

Army : 459 units at Fort Belvoir, Va. 

Navy :400 units, Naval amphibious base, Little Creek, Va. 

Civil defense acquisition No. 38: The continued leasing of facilities 
at Olney, Md. 
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Navy Disposal No. 148: The sale of the Naval Industrial Reserve 
Shipyard at gf es News, Va., to the Newport News Shipbuilding 
& Dry DockCo. This isa drydock—it wasn’t a drydock. 

Mr. Keriener. No, it is a scrambled facility, and the Navy owns 
facilities scattered throughout the area. 

Mr. Rivers. What it is is a building ways. 

Mr. Kettener. And a number of smaller items. 

Mr. Rivers. The Government has money in it and also the private 
facilities. We went into that thing very fully and recommended 
approval. 

Then, Navy disposal No. 138: This involves the outleasing of the 
Reserve shipyard at Tampa, Fla. The rental will be $150,000 a year 
for the first term. The term is for 5 years with options to renew for 
4 additional 5-year periods. A performance bond, insurance, and 
other protections will be provided for in the lease. 

The following Air Force Capehart housing projects are also recom- 
mended for approval : 

504 units, Grand Forks Air Force Base, N. Dak. 

490 units, Kirtland Air Force Base, N. Mex. 

500 units, Sheppard Air Force Base, Tex. 

500 units, Langley Air Force Base, Va. 

540 units, McClellan Air Force Base, Calif. 

Mr. Chairman, I would like to point out that the subcommittee 
also took up the Nike-Hercules real-estate project for the Dallas-Fort 
Worth area. The subcommittee took no specific action but has the 
project under advisement. 

Also, the subcommittee passed over the Army Wherry acquisition 
of 760 units at Sandia Base, N. Mex. The improvement of these 
quarters will be in excess of the $3,000 limitation, and you will recall 
that in such cases as this, specific agreement with the committee 
is necessary. 

If the other members of the subcommittee have no objection, I 
believe this project could be approved at this time with the under- 
standing, of course, that further communication be had with the 
committee since plans are firm with respect to the improvement costs— 
whatever the committee wants. 

The Cuatrman. Now, I think this—which project was that / 

Mr. Rivers. That was Sandia Air Force Base. 

The Cuarrman. I think this: I think the committee should reach 
a decision in regard to the Dallas-Houston item. And if the com- 
mittee is unable to reach a decision, then I think the full committee 
should have a hearing on it. But I trust the subcommittee either 
will approve it or disapprove it and report it to the full committee, 
so the full committee will know what decision is reached. 

I trust at the very earliest possible date a recommendation will be 
made. 

Mr. Harpy. I think on that the full committee ought to have a 
hearing on it and ought to understand what it is doing. 

Now, we were led to believe that much of this dispersal would make 
unnecessary the kind of installations that they are now proposing to 
put in all over areas that heretofore they thought might have to go 
in, too. 

If they were that far wrong before on this, I am not sure they are 
right now. 
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Personally, I have no present disposition to support the present 
plan they have. Maybe what they ought to do is reverse themselves 
on the dispersal program. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman, I have no objection to the subcommittee 
taking it up and having jurisdiction. As far as I am concerned, they 
didn’t make a case. 

The Coarrman. Now—— 

Mr. Rivers. Wait. 

If you could have seen what we saw on maps, it is difficult for me 
to approve it. 

The Cuarrman. The point is this, Mr. Rivers: We must reach a 
decision. 

Mr. Rivers. We will. 

The Cuarrman. All right, reach a decision and then report back 
to the committee. 

Mr. Rivers. Report it back to the committee ? 

The Cuatmrman. Without objection, the items are approved. 

One minute. Mr. Kilday wants to make a statement. 

Mr. Kinpay. Off the record, Mr. Chairman. 

( Further statement off the record. ) 

The Cuarrman. Thank you. 

We will take a recess until tomorrow morning at 9 o’clock. 

(Whereupon, at 11:03 a. m., the committee adjourned, to reconvene 
at 9a.m., Tuesday, June 3, 1958.) 


House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
CoMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, 
Washington, D. C., Tuesday, June 3, 1958. 

The committee met at 9 a. m., Hon. Carl Vinson, chairman, presiding. 

The CuatrMan. Let the committee come to order. 

This is a continuation of the hearing on H. R. 12360. Before the 
committee takes up this bill, I think we have for consideration by the 
committee the clearance with reference to some armories that have 
been submitted to the committee. Mr. Smart, have you got—who 
has it? 

Mr. Ducanper. I have, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Mr. Ducanprer. We have some armories that have been submitted 
for consultation: Army National Guard, Army Reserve, and Naval 
Reserve, that is. They total approximately $25 million. 

These projects have all been sent to the members previously. They 
have been in the hands of the members about a week. The Department 
would like to have them expedited because it is close to the end of the 
fiscal year. Money has all been authorized and appropriated. 

The Cuarrman. Well, advise the Department that there is no ob- 
jection on the part of the committee for the construction of these 
armories, 

Mr. Ducanper. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. Mr. Chairman, may I ask Mr. Ducander: Does 
that include the armories in Pennsylvania ? 

Mr. Ducanper. It does. 











Mr. Van Zanvt. Bellefonte ? 

Mr. Ducanper. Yes, sir. 

The CuarrMan. Read the armories off. 

Mr. Rivers. Lebanon and Tomaqua. 

Mr. Van Zanpvr. There is another one there. 

Mr. Ducanper. Lebanon and Tomaqua 

The Cuairman. These are National Guard armories ? 

Mr. Ducanper. National Guard. 

The Cuarrman. What Reserves, Army Reserves ? 

Mr. Ducanper. Bellefonte and Philadelphia. 

Mr. Van Zanpvr. That isit. 

Mr. Rivers. That is Reserve. 

The Cuarrman. Let the clerk prepare a letter to the Department 
to that effect. 

Now, who is—the first witness this morning is the distinguished 
Under Secretary of the Air Force, Mr. Malcolm A. MacIntyre. 

Mr. Secretary, it is a pleasure for the Armed Services C ommittee to 
have you this morning to advise us with reference to the various items 
in H. R. 12360 that apply to the Air Force 

I understand you have a prepared st stement and I respectfully ask 
the members of the committee to permit you to make your statement 
without interruption. -Then we will ask some questions later on. 

Secretary MacIntyre. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. You may proceed, Mr. Secretary. 

Secretary MacInryre. I am very happy to have this opportunity 
to introduce the Air Force presentation of the fiscal year 1959 military 
construction program. 

The development of the Air Force base structure is of particular 
significance during this current period when we are seeking to accel- 
erate the dates at which we will achieve operational c: apability for 
certain key offensive and defensive weapon systems. Our base struc- 
ture is a vital element in the achievement of these goals since the 
ability to utilize effectively new and improved weapons is directly 
dependent upon the timely availability of supporting base facilities. 

The nature of the Air Force mission creates a special problem when 
considering base facilities and construction requirements. Most im- 
portant is the timing of our military actions after the outbreak of 
hostilities. The Air Force, by its nature, must play a principal role 
during the critical first few days or weeks after a war begins. It must, 
therefore, fight any general war from bases in being which have 
sufficient ‘facilities in “existence prior to D-day for instant combat 
readiness and maximum operational capability. 

Our deterrence capability depends to a very large degree upon the 
operational availability and capability of modern and proven weapon 
systems which must possess the following characteristics : 

(a) Capable of rapid reaction time (both offensive and defensive. ) 

(6) Highly capable in terms of its technical system and combat 
accuracy. 

(c) Flexibility to respond decisively and quickly to varying condi- 
tions and requirements. 

The achievement of each of these elements is directly dependent upon 
the availability of proper base facilities. 

I shall discuss briefly the status of the force structure and major 
Air Force programs, their effect on our base development programs, 
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and the content of the fiscal year 1959 construction program for which 
we seek authorization. General Rentz, Deputy Director of Installa- 
tions, then will present in more detail the Air Force construction 
requirements, 

Following General Rentz, a special presentation will be made which 
will provide details of the force composition and deployment, the 
strategic dispersal program and the operational requirements which 
generate our programs for construction and modernization of Air 
Force bases. This latter presentation will discuss classified infor- 
mation and it is requested that it be presented in closed session. In 
addition, the Air Force is prepared to provide detailed information on 
any special areas of interest, such as family housing, if the committee 
so desires, 

Under previous accepted terms of reference, we will have a major 
force structure of 117 wings at the end of this fiscal year. The number 
of combat wings has been used for many years as one measure of air- 
power and the size of the Air Force. There are, however, major 
disadvantages to the use of wings as a unit of force measure because 
numbers of wings do not account for all the varying types of combat 
units and support activities. 

Now, however, as dispersal, warning time, and speed of reaction have 
increased in military importance, we feel that a program presentation 
in terms of operational squadrons rather than wings might be more 
useful to the committee. At the same time, we feel that a more 
complete picture will be shown if we relate our support or noncombat 
squadrons with the kind of force—strategic, tactical, or defense— 
which they support. 

During the next year there will be a decrease in the total number 
of manned aircraft and missile squadrons. From that point on, how- 
ever, there will be significant increases in the number of squadrons 
so that, by the end of fiscal year 1961, the squadron totals will approxi- 
mate those at the end of the current fiscal year. This is due almost 
entirely to our planned growth in missile squadrons which offsets 
numerically the overall reduction in aircraft equipped squadrons. 

The Air Force is requesting additional construction authorizations 
in this bill amounting to $1,004 million including $986 million for new 
projects and increases of $18 million in Po years’ authorizations. 

Authorization is also requested in the bill for construction of family 
housing under various authorities and to acquire family housing previ- 
ously constructed under the so-called Wherry Act. I will discuss the 
family housing program in greater detail at a later point. 

In keeping with the emphasis on attainment of a powerful and 
effective deterrence capability, the largest portion of the program, 
$403 million or 41 percent of the total is for construction of facilities 
directly related to increased strike capability of the Strategic Air 
Command and the maintenance of SAC’s constant readiness. 

Air Force combat capability in the strategic area has increased 
in recent years and will continue to improve through the introduction 
of new weapons and operational techniques into the forces. <A signifi- 
cant new addition to this capability, of course, is the introduction into 
the force of ballistic and other strategic missiles. 

One hundred and sixty-six million dollars of the strategic program 
provides operational and support facilities for ballistic missiles, both 
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intercontinental and intermediate range. Under previous construc- 
tion programs, construction of ICBM facilities is being provided at 
Cooke Air Force Base, Calif.; Warren Air Force Base, Wyo.; Fair- 
child Air Force Base, Wash.; and Offutt Air Force Base, Nebr. 
Authorization requested in this program will continue construction 
at these locations and provide facilities for the initial Titan ICBM 
development in the Denver, Col., area and for the Atlas ICBM at an 
additional sit, not yet firmly selected. 

The ballistic missile package also includes various test and training 
facilities for both the ICBM and the IRBM at Cooke Air Force Base. 

The accelerated production of the Atlas intercontinental ballistic 
missile is being continued. Development of Titan, which is the most 
sophisticated intercontinental ballistic missile in our force for the 
immediate future, is being expedited and will be test flown during the 
present year. 

Supplying additional offensive punch to our strategic force are the 
various air-to-surface missiles which will be carried by the bombers 
to aid in penetration of target areas. 

Facilities in the program for these types of strategic missiles 
amount to $30 million. These include various types of penetration 
aids, both air-to-surface missiles, which are carried by and increase 
the capability of the B-52 and B47 bombers, and surface-to-surface 
air-breathing missiles. 

Two hundred seven million dollars of the strategic program are 
for facilities to improve the readiness and capability of the Strategic 
Air Command manned bombers and their supporting tanker aircraft. 
Included in this amount are: Additional dispersal and alert facilities 
which will substantially complete the construction needed for attain- 
ment of the desired 15-minute response by one-third of the SAC 
bomber forces; a second major increment of construction for the new 
medium bomber base, Richard Bong Air Force Base, Wis.; facilities 
for redeployment of KC-97 tanker units from bases in southern 
United States to locations from which they can operate without delay 
in support of strike missions by the strategic bombers; and facilities 
at various overseas locations for the staging and operation of strategic 
missions. 

The current heavy bomber units are scheduled to be equipped with 
B-52’s by early fiscal year 1960. In addition, these heavy bomber 
units are being equipped with 15 B-52’s per squadron as contrasted 
with the 10 B—-36’s formerly in each squadron. 

Improved air-to-air refueling techniques and the equipping of 
additional tanker units with the all-jet KC-135 have greatly increased 
the range and potential of these strategic bombers. Improved types 
of bomber aircraft are also being procured and developed. Funds 
to produce the first inventory quantity of the B—58 supersonic bomber 
are contained in the regular fiscal year 1959 appropriation request 
just reported out of the House. Development funds are being pro- 
vided for the B—70 supersonic heavy bomber which is expected to fly 
at Mach 3 or over 2,000 miles per hour. 

The fiscal year 1959 construction program for facilities directly 
related to defense capability amounts to $355 million or 36 percent of 
the total program. 
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The largest increment of the construction requested in the defense 
portion of the program provides facilities for the Bomare missile 
which soon will be an important addition to the air defense weapons. 
Progress in this long-range surface-to-air missile has exceeded initial 
expectations. We have attained amazing accuracy, high altitudes, 
and extended ranges in tests of this weapon. 

Initial construction of four operational sites for the Bomarc is 
being initiated with authorization and funds provided by the Con- 
gress last year. $122 million for construction of 10 additional opera- 
tional Bomare sites are included in the authorization request we are 
presenting today. 

As to air defense aircraft, our interceptor strength will consist 
in the near future of supersonic aircraft. Present slans also provide 
for the development of the new F-108 supersonic fighter-interceptor 
which is a Mach 3 airplane. 

Mr. Rivers. Where does Mach come from ? 

Secretary MacIntyre. It is the name of an individual, I believe. 

Mr. Keviener. That is right. 

Secretary MacIntyre. A German gave his name to the technique 
by which you measure this. 

Mr. Rivers. Beyond the speed of sound ? 

Secretary MacIwnryre. I believe so. 

Mr. Keitener. The speed of sound. 

Mr. Rivers. Yes. 

Mr. Ketiener. The speed of sound at sea level, which is about 750 
miles‘an hour. 

Mr. Rivers. It represents a man’s name? 

Mr. Keviener. That is right, an Austrian scientist. 

Mr. Rivers. Thanks. 

Secretary MacIntyre. The effectiveness of our interceptor aircraft 
is enhanced by air-to-air missiles. These include specifically the 
Falcon radar-controlled and the Falcon infra-red missiles, the Genie 
or MB-1 nuclear rocket, and the Sidewinder which was developed 
by the Navy and which the Air Force is using. 

Twenty million dollars are included in ‘the program for various 
facilities which will improve the effectiveness of fighter interceptor 
crews and units, including facilities for storage, checkout, and as- 
sembly of air-to-air missles. 

Two hundred thirteen million dollars of the defense program are 
for the aircraft control and warning system which is keyed to response 
of both the strategic and defense forces. 

The largest item is this AC&W group provides $100 million for 
a major program of improvement to the radar warning system by 
the installation of frequency diversity features at existing primary 
radar sites in the United States. This frequency diversity program 
will increase the altitude and range of the radars, improve identi- 
fication capabilities, and decrease enemy electronic countermeasure 
Ci ipabilities. 

The main portion of the DEW line was completed last July and 
now is operational. The Aleution and eastern extensions are under 
construction. This fiscal year 1959 construction program includes 
$25 million to complete the basic construction of the eastern extension 
and necessary communications links, 
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Other construction for warning and control consists of construction 
of new primary radar stations and gap filler sites; construction and 
installation of improved equipment and support facilities at existing 
radar sites; and additional technical and support facilities for the 
SAGE system and the joint manual direction centers. The latter is 
a joint project with the Army to create an integrated defense system 
including the Army missile master control system for the Army’s 
Nike defense missile. 

A major increase in warning capability will be realized with com- 
pletion of construction of the ballistic missile early warning system 
for which substantial authorization and funds were provided by 
the Congress in the fiscal year 1958 supplemental program. 

The remaining 23 percent of the total program consists of various 
types of facilities at bases throughout the Air Force. 

Among these projects are facilities for the Tactical Air Command 
and our tactical air forces overseas whose fighters and bombers provide 
a substantial contribution to our offensive strength. The operational 
mobility of the tactical fighters has been extended tremendously 
through employment of in-flight refueling techniques and, with their 
capability for employing nuclear weapons, they represent a very 
mobile and flexible force with heavy firepower potential. 

As with the strategic and defense forces, the tactical air forces 
have the significant added capability provided by a missile—the Air 
Force Matador. These tactical missiles are available today and are 
deployed in position overseas. A newer and much improved version 
of the Matador, the Mace, is currently undergoing flight tests. 

Approximately $9 million are included in the bill for additional 
facilities for the Matador and Mace missiles at overseas locations. 

Other items in the program include personnel and community facili- 
ties; hospitals and medical facilities; maintenance and supply facili- 
ties at both operating bases and Air Materiel Command depots; 
research and development facilities; base operational and training 
facilities; expansion of Andrews Air Force Base, Md., as the first 
increment of construction related to the planned move of Air Force 
flying activities from Washington National Airport and Bolling Air 
Force Base; and facilities for classified activities. 

Since 1950, when the Air Force was substantially smaller, the 
priority needed to provide base facilities for housing and for combat 
capability of the expanded force, coupled with the concurrent need 
for facilities to accept new weapons systems and operational concepts, 
has required that the major portion of prior years’ construction funds 
and capability be utilized for the satisfaction of these operational 
priority requirements. The high priority items which we have, of 
necessity, given precedence within available construction funds have 
been occasioned by the development and introduction of such things 
as advanced types of aircraft, ballistic, tactical, and defense missiles, 
SAC dispersal and alert facilities, DEW line, SAGE, ballistic missile 
early warning system, and similar programs of overriding importance. 
In achieving these objectives during the required time period, it was 
necessary to accept maximum utilization of existing temporary facili- 
ties and to restrict application of available construction resources 
principally to the most urgent deficiencies. 
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Of the 131 installations, large and small, transferred to the Air 
Force in June of 1948, only 16 were predominately composed of per- 
manent buildings. Most of the facilities the Air Force inherited were 
the so-called theater-of-operations and mobilization-type structures 
constructed during World War II. These were buildings designed 
for a limited life expectancy. They were put up in a hurry to meet an 
urgent need and, presumably, a temporary one. Unhappily, the need 
has not diminished and, even more unfortunately, many of our Air 
Force bases are still afflicted with these substandard facilities in which 
our people live and work. 

We are attempting to correct this unsatisfactory situation ; however, 
in view of the urgent need to provide operational facilities for new 
weapons and concepts, we have been forced to give our replacement 
plans a lower priority than desired. 

Deferred projects include a large measure of family housing, recrea- 
tional and community facilities, and the replacement of substandard 
troop housing and dining facilities. Deferral of these types of proj- 
odta'h 1as had a direct effect upon our ability to attract and retain the 
skilled personnel needed to support our varied weapons systems which 
is essential to the maintenance of ready combat cabability in the Air 
Force. 

We are making every attempt to include a greater proportion of 
these types of facilities in our military construction program and try 
to place them in equal priority with operational facilities. Substan- 
tial j improvement in this area 1s being realized by the construction au- 
thorizations and other personnel improvement legislation enacted by 
the Congress in recent years, but much more remains to be done. 8: it- 
isfaction of requirements in this area dictate the continued inclusion 
of significant amounts for personnel facilities in future construction 
programs. 

Exclusive of family housing, the fiscal year 1959 construction pro- 
gram includes appr oximately $62 million for the types of facilities 
which will make service careers more rewarding for the individual 
and his family. Additional amounts for personnel facilities are 
planned for inclusion in the fiscal year 1959 construction funding 
request against unfinanced prior years’ authorizations. 

Finally, the problem of providing sufficient adequate family housing 
continues to be of major concern to the Air Force. The penalty we 
pay for the lack of housing is reduced overall operational effectiveness 
resulting from devoting much of our resources to training personnel 
replacements, delayed responses to alerts caused by long distances 
from quarters to the base, and lowered morale due to separation of 
Air Force families. The provision of relatively substantial quantities 
of family housing within the past several years, together with our 
current housing progr: ams will alleviate this pr oblem to a great degree. 

The prime source of Air Force family housing in the United States 
is the title VIII program of the National Housing Act. In foreign 
countries the surplus commodity program had pr romised to be our 
greatest potential in providing housing. It is still an effective pro- 
gram in industrial countries, such as England, which purchase our 
agricultural surpluses. However, recent “administrative rulings by 
the Department of Agriculture have, to all practical purposes, ‘effec- 
tively stopped any further activity in using the barter method of the 
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surplus commodity program. A secondary source of housing overseas 
is the rental guaranty program which, however, is no longer effective 
because of increased interest rates, construction costs in foreign coun- 
tries, and limitations on maximum rental payments service personnel 
can afford. 

Where these methods are not feasible, appropriated funds are used 
to construct housing. The history of Air Force military construction 
programs has demonstrated quite clearly that adequate quantities of 
family quarters have difficulty in competing for appropriated dollars 
in military construction programs against other high priority opera- 
tional and support items. In view of the increased facilities require- 
ments necessary to support new Air Force weapons systems and activi- 
ties, this is more than ever the case today. 

We have made very definite progress in providing housing by means 
of the title VIII program which totals 51,314 units. As of May 1, 
1958, 5 projects totaling 2,706 units have been completed (Dyess, Eglin, 
Sewart, Schilling, and Forbes) ; 27 projects totaling 18,232 units are 
under construction ; and an additional 30,376 units are in various stages 
of planning, approval and design. Future success of this program 
appears to be assured by Public Law 85-364, April 1, 1958, which au- 
thorized FHA to increase mortgage interest rates of this program 
from 4 percent to a maximum of 414 percent, thus making the mort- 
gages more marketable. 

In the fiscal year 1959 military construction program we are request- 
ing this committee to approve construction of 777 family housing 
units previously authorized for construction at other locations under 
prior years’ authorizations. 

In compliance with section 406 of Public Law 85-241 (fiscal year 
1958 Military Construction Authorization Act), we are also request- 
ing this committee to authorize the construction of 30,376 units of 
title VIII housing at 67 locations in the United States and in the Terri- 
tories and possessions; the acquisition of 9,374 Wherry units at 16 
locations; and the construction of 5,196 units for 24 projects in 9 
countries under the surplus commodity program. However, it is 
probable that 2,114 of the surplus commodity units will not be built 
for lack of usable title I funds. These 2,114 units could readily be 
funded by surplus commodity barter transactions, but, as I have 
pointed out previously, the policies of the Department of Agriculture 
may preclude further barter transactions. 

We feel we have made excellent progress under our various pro- 
grams during the past year and hope to have about half of our title 
VIII program under contract by July 1, 1958. 

The fiscal year 1959 military construction authorization request the 
Air Force is presenting today has been closely examined, not only by 
the Air Force, but also by the Office of the Secretary of Defense and 
the Bureau of the Budget, to insure that it is in proper balance with 
our porcurement and manpower programs and that only the most 
essential items are included. We have tried to bring our best judgment 
to bear in formulating a program that provides for the construction 
of facilities which will increase the readiness and effectiveness of our 
present forces and, at the same time, modernize these forces by the 
introduction of new weapon systems as rapidly as practicable and 
assure adequate strength for the future. 
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It is our desire to furnish every detail and answer every question 
that you, Mr. Chairman, and the members of your committee, may 
desire to do in your review of our program. 

The CHarrman. Thank you, Mtr, Secretary, for your very con- 
structive statement. It furnishes valuable information to aid the 
committee in consideration of the various items in the part of the 
bill relating to the Air Force. 

Are there any questions from any members of the committee? 

Mr. Brooks. I would like to ask a question. 

The Cuarmman. Mr. Brooks. 

Mr. Brooks. Mr. Secretary, I have always been very much inter- 
ested in housing; that is, housing for the Air Force. You feel that 
you made excellent progress in reference to housing. I had felt 
the reverse. And I had been talking to some of the members of the 
Air Force. I talked just recently to some. They felt like that we 
hadn’t made the progress we should, but that now you have an open- 
ing that you can go into through increasing the interest rates. 

Now, what are your plans to take advantage of this? 

Secretary MacInryre. Mr. Brooks, I think you may have misun- 
derstood me. I said I thought we were making excellent progress 
right now. We have not made good progress in the past. And the 
reason I put it that way is because the title VIII program, for ex- 
ample, has only really started to roll this spring, with a tremendous 
number of houses being put under contract just in the last couple of 
months, and we hope and believe that it will continue at that pace in 
the next few months. 

Likewise, at some bases which have been very deficient in housing 
abroad, which I have, personally, seen in Europe this spring, such as 
at, Etain in France, particularly the French bases and some in Eng- 
land, the commodity-surplus barter houses are underway. In other 
words, this is a very important year in which, I think, a great deal 
of progress will have become reality by this coming fall. 

Mr. Brooxs. Now, under the barter program, you say that the Sec- 
retary of Agriculture has practically stopped that ? 

Secretary MacInryre. In certain countries, yes, sir. 

Mr. Brooxs. Under what type of order did he stop that? 

Secretary MacInryre. Well, he has executive discretion, and, as I 
understand it, Mr. Brooks, there are certain countries where the 
problem of trying to work out barter transactions gets you into 
some international problems of, possibly, dumping products and 
similar collateral problems. We have attempted, and still do, to keep 
pressure on him in order to try and obtain these units, but we are not 
very optimistic. 

Mr. Brooxs. You mean he is not making the barters ? 

Secretary MacIntyre. That is correct. 

Mr. Brooks. Because of the international repercussions from it. 
In other words, if you sell cotton to Egypt, why, you would have an 
international repercussion, because they raise cotton there. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Brooks, will you yield there ? 

Mr. Brooks. I will yield, if I may, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Rivers. The Secretary, at the insistence of the military, did 
do a wise thing—I am talking about Agriculture—and he can do it 
now, if he will, by selling these commodities on the world market, 
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like he did in France. We had a dollar balance there. So, that is not 
an answer. If he is worried about a country, he can take some of our 
surplus and sell it on the world market and get you the currency you 
need, instead of having appropriated funds, Mr. Brooks. 

Mr. Brooxs. I recognize what you have to say, Mr. Rivers, and its 
value. I want to ask, though, more about this program at home. You 
show here that you have plans for some 30,376 units. When will they 
be actually under construction ? 

Secretary MacIntyre. I think General Rentz can answer it. 

General Rentz. I would like to answer that, Mr. Brooks, by saying 
that, by the end of this calendar year, we will ‘have approximately 95 
percent of our program under contract. 

Mr. Brooks. So that, when you say under contract, you mean prac- 
tically under const ruction ? Q 

Secretary MacInryre. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Brooks. After you get your “contract, then it is just a question 


of 





Secretary MacIntyre. Of months. 

Mr. Brooxs. Of amount of time before construction starts ? 

Secretary MacIntyre. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Brooks. Then it ought to get the Air Force out of the woods on 
this housing ? . 

Secretary MacIntyre. That is why I said, Mr. Brooks, this is a 
year in which we have every reason to believe that we are really 
going to move forward. We have been quite discouraged previously, 
but this is really moving now. 

Mr. Brooks. That is all, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHarman. Thank you, Mr. Brooks. Any other questions 
from any other members of the committee ? 

Mr. Bates. Mr. Chairman. 

The Caarrman. Mr. Bates. 

Mr. Bates. Mr. Secretary, on page 12 of your statement, you refer 
to 777 family housing units previously authorized and for which you 
are asking new authorization. 

Secretary MacIntyre. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bares. Were those rescinded ? 

Secretary MacInryre. I think General Rentz will give you the 
details: 

General Rentz. No, Mr. Bates; they were not. They are still cur- 
rent authorization. If you remember, this committee initiated that 
procedure last year on appropriated family housing, to use unused 
current authorization. 

Mr. Bares. Well, why does the matter come up now? That is what 
I don’t understand. 

Secretary MacIntyre. We should come back to the committee to 
ask for a shift in authorization to new locations, Mr. Bates. 

Mr. Bares. This is a shift to new locations? 

Secretary MacIntyre. That is correct, sir. 

General Renz. That is correct, sir. 

Secretary MacInryre. There is no change in the overall authoriza- 
tion, but a shift of location. 

Mr. Bates. Now, what are your long-range plans on housing, in- 
dicated so far as the completion of your overall project is concerned ? 
Do you have any timetable on this? 
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Secretary MacIntyre. I think General Rentz pretty much answered 
the timetable on the title VIII housing, which is in the Zone of 
Interior. 

Mr. Bares. I mean on all your requirements now. Do you have 
a goal set up, of 1960 or whatever it might be, or 1969 ? 

‘Secretary MacIntyre. We don’t anticipate that we are going to 
have any great increase in demand, because our manpower is leveling 
off. Our base structure is going to become fairly static. As I say, 
within the Zone of Interior, I would think that this program will 
substantially take care of us. However, we will still have a program 
overseas. There will be a problem overseas partly because we do need 
very badly these units that come out of commodity surplus which we 
think are unlikely to be available. 

Mr. Bares. So, essentially, for the Zone of Interior ? 

Secretary MacIntyre. Right. 

Mr. Bares. You think what you have authorized here will take care 
of your project as far as you can determine? 

Secretary MacInryre. Right, subject to only one thing, and that 
will be if we move into a program of new bases, such as missile bases, 
which don’t happen to be near present support facilities. But I don’t 
consider that is going to be a major problem. 

Mr. Bares. Of course, down through the years, of course, we are 
trying to get an idea of when these things will be finished. 

‘Secretary MacIntyre. That is right. 

Mr. Bates. But then we come and start to disperse our SAC prob- 
lems, and there is a new problem. 

Secretary MacInryre. There are no new plans around the corner 
which I think will have any substantial effect on that. 

Mr. Bates. Of course, there weren’t before, when we discussed these 
other things. 

Secretary MacIntyre. That is right. I mentioned one element that 
might change it. 

Mr. Bates. Now you have missile sites, which is altogether a differ- 
ent thing. Now, I see you have new jet-assist takeoffs, which we 
might use overseas. I don’t know where you intend to use them. 

Secretary MacIntyre. They are for overseas, primarily. 

Mr. Bares. It is difficult to know what that might develop, even 
here in the United States. 

Secretary MacInryre. I don’t believe there will be any substantial 
additional need, domestically, for the reasons I have stated. Within 
the missile program, as you will notice from the bases selected, we are 
trying to pick sites within range of existing bases so that these existing 
bases can offer necessary support facilities. In that way, we don’ t 
have to go into too much construcion. 

Mr. Bares. So, the committee can understand, for all intents and 
purposes, as far as you can see the day, this is it ? 

Secretary MacInryre. Right. I mention, however, again, over- 
seas, where we still have a problem. 

Mr.Rivers. Mr. Chairman. 

The CuHarrman. Mr. Bates, are you finished ? 

Mr. Bares. Yes. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Rivers. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Secretary. 
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Secretary MacIntyre. Mr. Rivers. 

Mr. Rivers. I went to Bermuda some time ago to see the housing 
situation there. I am glad to see that you have housing here for 
Bermuda. That is one of our worst housing locations in the whole 
world. The request that they made on the Air Force to permit 
housing to be built there, among other things, originally was because 
of unlimited immigration, as you know. Everything in Bermuda 
has to be brought in—everything, including Bermuda onions. They 
don’t grow anything there. And the housing has been short, it has 
been expensive, and it has been a terrible situation. 

I notice in the bill I think you have 600 units ? 

Secretary MacIntyre. I believe that is right. 

Mr. Ferry. That is right. 

Mr. Rivers. It is long overdue and I congratulate you for doing it. 

I think your branch of the Service has done pretty well with hous- 
ing. You have been ahead of other branches in many areas. You have 
about 50,000 units approved by this committee. 

But this Bermuda situation is a sensitive spot, with your 97’s down 
there and your MATS base. I am glad to see that you have resolved 
that situation, because that is a vital location, and it has been terrific— 
what our military has had to endure at that place by way of housing. 

Secretary MacIntyge. Thank you, Mr. Rivers. 

Mr. Becker. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Are you finished, Mr. Rivers? 

Mr. Rivers. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Becker. Mr. Secretary, in England 5 years ago there was a very 
serious housing problem at our bases. I notice through the years that 
there has been difficulty in resolving those problems due to certain 
arrangements with the British on construction. 

I know, also, in visiting there on my own private capacity, not as 
a Member of Congress, conditions were pretty bad insofar as the 
amount of space for the men that were concerned. ‘Two years ago I 
visited there and I was told at that time there was improvement, con- 
siderable improvement. Now how is that coming today ¢ 

Secretary MacInryre. I was there personally this spring, Mr. 
Becker, and visited some of the British bases, French bases, German 
bases and Spanish bases. Without question, our French bases have 
the greatest problem on housing. 

Mr. Becker. Today ¢ 

Secretary MacInryre. Today. We still have trailer camps, which 
are expensive ones, in connection with those bases. However, some 
of the surplus commodity houses were just starting when I was there 
this spring. 

In England the situation is somewhat better, but it is the poorest, 
next to France. 

I was at Wethersfield where they had a first unit of so-called tobacco 
houses arising out of surplus commodity transactions in place. They 
are very small houses, not too suitable for many of the families, and 
far too few in number. 

I think it will take another several years before we work out of 
both Britain and France comfortably. 

Mr. Becker. Some of the families are living, I know 2 years ago, 
25 and 30 miles away from the bases. 
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Secretary MacIntyre. That is correct. Some of the families at 
Wethersfield, which is a little, small village up in Norfolk, are as far 
away as 35 or 40 miles. 

Mr. Becker. That is right. 

Did you ever work out anything with them on the cost of their 
gasoline for the transportation back and forth! That was a terrible 
injustice to the men. 

Secretary MacInryre. Yes, sir. We arranged last spring for the 
gasoline tax to be eliminated for all those GI’s who are commuting 
back and forth. 

Mr. Brecker. They are paying the British cost for gasoline, whereas 
in Germany our men living off the bases were getting gas supplied 
from the base at the base cost. 

Secretary MacIntyre. Right. 

Mr. Becker. And there is considerable difference—up to 50 cents 
a gallon, 40 to 50 cents a gallon difference in the gasoline cost. 

Secretary MacIntyre. The biggest difference is in the tax. 

Mr. Becker. I do not know the tax. 

Secretary MacIntyre. The tax is a tremendous proportion of the 
retail price of a British gallon—I forget what it is. But that has 
been finally worked out and our people get their tax eliminated, which 
has meant a tremendous boom to the morale. 

Mr. Becker. I remember their having quite a discussion over at the 
Pentagon on this particular subject and I am glad to hear it has been 
worked out. 

Secretary MacInryre. It was worked out last spring. 

Mr. Becker. Now, one thing that is closer to me, that I want to ask 
you and that is the closing of Mitchell Field in Long Island, which 
is right around my district there. If that is closed, won’t it be nec- 
essary—if that field is moved somewheres else—to take and duplicate 
the housing that is presently at Mitchell Field and have to spend mil- 
lions and millions of dollars to reproduce them somewhere else’ 

Secretary MacInrryre. It is kind of a speculative question because 
closing Mitchell is only talk. 

The CHamman. Talk a little louder, Mr. Secretary. Can’t hear 
you. 

Secretary MacIntyre. I say it is kind of a speculative question be- 
sause closing Mitchell is purely talk at this point. 

Mr. Becker. I am glad to hear that. 

Secretary MacInryre. But you can be absolutely sure that wher- 
ever we have housing, and even if we closed a base, we would try to 
use the housing if we possibly could, and I think we could. 

Mr. Becker. You mean move the housing / 

Secretary MacInryre. No, but in one way or another, we would re- 
tain it for the use of military personnel. 

Mr. Brecker. Well, that would mean, then, that the talk of this 
Jand—— 

Secretary MacInryre. Right. 

Mr. Becker. All this acreage that is so valuable—it would not then 
return / 

Secretary MacInryre. There might be much less land available. 

Mr. Becker. Be even less land that would be available. 

Secretary Macinryre. There might be. 
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Mr. Becker. So, consequently, insofar as the area around there is 
concerned, it would not be put in commercial—sold and put into com- 
mercial use! 

Secretary MacInryre. Well, I did not say that entirely. I said if 
we considered it, we would have to take into account the housing, just 
as much as other factors, to try and come up with a conclusion that 
was the most sensible. 

As I say, this is entirely speculative because there has been no de- 
cision to close Mitchell. 

Mr. Becker. I think—if I remember correctly, we have an invest- 
ment there of probably 50 to 60 to 75 millions of dollars at Mitchel 
Field? 

Secretary MacIntyre. We have avery high investment. 

Mr. Becker. If not more. 

Secretary MacInryre. We have the prospect of having to invest 
even more if we want to keep it as an operational base. 

Mr. Becker. Invest in that? 

But still you would have to buy land elsewhere if you were to move 
it. You would have to buy land, you would have to put up new 
buildings and facilities and runways aid everything else. 

Secretary MacInryre. We might not buy anything anywhere else. 
This is a problem of concentration within the facilities we have, if we 
ever closed it. 

Mr. Brecker. Then, isn’t it a fact, Mr. Secretary, that if it were 
abandoned, we will say, as the talk has been going—and I know 
speeches have been made in that direction—that the land will not 
necessarily become available to the public? It would have to be de- 
clared surplus by all the agencies of Government before it would. 

Secretary MacIntyre. Yes, it would have to be declared surplus. 

But, we might handle the housing there in one way and the rest 
of the base in another, perhaps. 

Mr. Becker. Thanks very much, Mr. Secretary. Thank you, Mr. 
Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Are there any other questions from any other mem- 
bers of the committee ? 

(No response. ) 

The Cuarrman. If not, I would like to ask a few questions. 

Mr. Van Zandt? 

Mr. Van Zanvrt. No. 

The Cuarrman. Mrs. St. George? 

Mrs. Sr. Grorcr. No. 

Mr. Huppixesron. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Huddleston ? 

Mr. Huppteston. Mr. Secretary, you say there has been no decision 
made to close Mitchel Field. There has been a decision made not to 
close Mitchel Field at this time, hasn’t there, for the record ? 

Secretary MacIntyre. Well, if you want to say that failure to de- 
_cide to close it means that it continues, that is true. 

Mr. Becker. The committee held fairly extensive hearings on 
Mitchel Air Force Base the year before last, and the committee I 
know is concerned about that, about the expense that would be in- 
volved if the decision were made to close the field. 

I just wanted to get something in the record to the effect that the 
decision has been made not to close it at this time. 
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Secretary MacIntyre. As I said, there had been no decision made 
to close it. 

The Cuarrman. Thank you very much. 

Now, Mr. Secretary, from your statement I see that you say that the 
amount carried in this bill is $1,400,000,000. 

Secretary MacInryre. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. As I recall, the amount in the bill was $986,271,000. 
But that might be adding 

Secretary MacInryre. The $18 million, sir. 

The Cuarrman. The $18 million, that is right. 

Secretary MacInryre. Correct, sir. 

The Cuamman. That is right. 

Now last year we authorized $601,781,000 and we were told that the 
justification for that was based around 118 wings, isn’t that correct ? 
The justification for the bill last year was to meet the needs of the 
strength in wings totaling 118 wings? 

Secret tary MacInryre. I believe that is cor rect, sir. 

General Renrz. That is correct. 

The Cuatrman. Now, what is the number of wings upon which you 
are basing your request for $986,271,000 ? 

Secretary MacInryre. We are not b: asing it on wings any more. 
As I mentioned here, Mr. Chairman, we feel that from this point for- 
ward it is better to relate this to you in terms of force structure and 
squadrons because there are so many missiles coming into the inventory 
which we are setting up in squadrons only. 

The CuHarrmMan. Well, all right. Now then, the committee can un- 
derstand that previous justification was based upon the total number 
of wings. For instance, the whole justification of this bill is based 
upon certain things. For the Navy, it is based upon the fact that 
we have six-hundred-and-some-odd ships in the fleet. For the Army, 
we have a strength of 870,000 men. 

Now, we have been previously basing the justification of the bill 
upon so many wings. 

Now the committee can understand now it is not any longer based 
upon the number of wings that we have, is that correct ? 

Secretary MacIntyre. That is correct, sir. 

I could express it to you in wings plus squadrons because certain of 
the missiles coming in are org: anized solely in squadrons. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Secretary MacInryre. Mr. Chairman 

The CuarrMan. Let me get atit. Yousay: 








Under previous accepted terms of reference we had a major force structure 
of 117 wings at the end of this fiscal year 

Secretary MacIntyre. That is correct. 

The CHarRMAN (reading) : 

That number of combat wings had been used for many years as one of the 
measures of airpower and the size of the Air Force. There are, however, 
major disadvantages to the use of wings as a unit for measurement because the 
number of wings does not account for all the varying types of combatant units 
and supporting activities. 

Now that is your justification, in getting away from using your 
wings as your yardstick in justification of your appropriation 

Secretar y MacInvyre. That is correct, sir. 


20066—58—No. 86———27 
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The Cuarrman. All right. Now let’s get this picture. 

During the next year— 
this is further what you said— 

During the next year there will be a decrease in the total number of manned 
aircraft and missile squadrons. 

Secretary MacIntyre. That is correct. 

The CHAIRMAN (reading) : 

From that point on, however, there will be a significant increase in the number 
of squadrons, so that by the end of the fiscal year the squadron total would 
approximate those at the end of current fiscal year. 

Now, you mean by that there would be 117 wings? 

Secretary MacInryre. Yes, at the end of 1958. There will be the 
equivalent number of squadrons. 

We are prepared, Mr. Chairman, in executive session, to give you 
the complete breakdown and are going to have a special briefing. 

The Cramman. Well, we will have to have an executive session 
on certain phases of this bill. 

Secretary MacInryre. That will give you the number of squadrons 
which we will have at the end of 1958 and show the squadron changes 
over the next few years. 

The Cuarman. All right. 

Then the committee can understand from that—now I will read 
it again. 

During the next year there will be a decrease in the total number of manned 
aircraft and missile squadrons. 

Secretary Macintyre. That is correct, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Then you are reducing the wings? 

Secretary MacInryre. There would also be a wing reduction, but 
there are some units that are not organized in wings at all. 

The Cuamman. Well, from that would we conclude that the striking 
power is being reduced next year ? 

Secretary MacIyrvre. No, sir. 

The Cuamman. Is it being increased, then ? 

Secretary MacInryre. As I indicated, in terms of squadrons there 
will be some reduction in number next year and then they will increase 
in number so that several years from now—three years from now— 
there will be approximately the same number of squadrons that we 
have at the end of 1958. 

The CHarrMan. Now your statement intrigued me. 

In keeping with the emphasis on attainment of powerful and effective deter- 
rent capability, the largest portion of the program, $403 million, or 41 percent, 
is for construction of facilities directly related to the increased striking capability 
of the Strategic Air Command and the maintenance of SAC’s constant readiness. 

Now, nearly one-half of your $900 million is to be used for main- 
taining the Strategic Air Command facilities. 

Secretary M ACI NTYRE. 40 percent, roughly. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Now how fast is the man-operated airplanes beginning to fade away 
and missiles, which you spoke about in your program, taking their 
place ? 

Secretary MacInryre. Within SAC they will change very grad- 
ually. Within the Tactical Air Command there is a reduction in 
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manned aircraft over the next few years, but we believe the quality 
of the interceptors and fighters which are replacing present ones more 
than offsets the reduction in numbers. 

The Cuatrman. Now, this 41 percent of this money is for facilities 
such as extension of runw ays and barracks, and so forth, and so on for 
the Strategic Air Command, isn’t that correct ? 

Secretary MacIntyre. Yes. Very little for barracks, however. 

May I explain, sir, that of the 40 percent half is in relation to con- 
struction for missile sites—almost half. 

The CuHairman. For construction for missiles ? 

Secretary MacInryre. Correct, sir. 

The Cuamman. Now wait. 

You said down here that another item—— 

Secretary MacInryre. No,sir. $166 million—— 

The Cuarrman. You said $207 million was for bombers and sup- 
port tanker aircraft. 

Secretary MacInrynre. That is correct. 

The Cuamrman. And for BOMARC ? 

Secretary MacInryre. That is separate from SAC. 

The CHatrman. Well, my point is this: Are we warranted in mak- 
ing such a large expenditure, 41 percent of your money, for Strategic 
Air Command, when you are gradually—as fast as the missiles come 
in the field, they are taking the place of the manned aircraft? Now, 

an we use the facilities that are being spent, the $403 million, in the 
missile field ? 

Secretary MacInvyre. Sir, of the $403 million, one-half is for 
missile sites—the intercontinental range ballistic sites, the intermedi- 
ate range ballistic missile sites, the missiles of air to ground which aid 
the pe netration of the bombers— approximately one- ‘half, or 20 percent 
of all this money. 

The Cuarrman. All right. Then $200 million is for the ballistic 
missiles ¢ 

Secretary MacInryre. Ballistic missiles and the missiles used by 
the airplanes themselves, long-range missiles. 

The Cuamman. Then are we warranted in spending the other $200 
million for the maintenance of SAC, the Strategic Air Command? 

Secretary MacInryre. The other $200 million is substantially for 
completion of those facilities which enable SAC to get off the ground 
on a 15-minute alert basis. 

The Crratrman. Then can we understand— 

Secretary MacInryre. And that is as essential as anything we can 
do during this immediate period of 3, 4, and 5 years, when the missiles 
will only be coming into the inventory and when you cannot rely upon 
them as a dependable weapon. 

The Cramman. Then we understand from that answer that SAC 
cannot get off of the ground now in the short time you desire them to 
do so. 

Secretary MacInryre. Not as short as we would like, and we are 
trying to ti ake steps to improve that in every Way we can. 

The Craman, All right. Are you in position to advise the com- 
mittee the time that they can get off the ground now ? 

Secretary MacInryre. A certain portion of the force could 
tainly get off within 30 minutes, 

Mr. Kinpay. ( Aside.) 
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The Cuarrman. I do not want him to tell anything in open session 
that he feels is classified. 

Secretary MacIntyre. I say a certain proportion of the force could 
now get off within 30 minutes or less. Also certain portions of the 
force can be on alert on exercises in other areas outside of the Zone 
of the Interior, and also able to get off. But it is not nearly enough 
a proportion to suit us. 

The Cuamrman. Now here is what worries me, Mr. Secretary: Of 
course, everyone wants to give you all the authorization necessary to 
meet your military missions. But are we wasting and can we use 
the $200 million after the man-operated airplane begins to fade away ¢ 
Will it be so it can be used in the missile field ? 

Secretary MacInryre. I do not necessarily conceive that the man- 
operated aircraft are going to be entirely read out of the picture. 

The CuHarrman. Of course that may be true, but nevertheless, if 
it so happens that the increased missile capability discounted readi- 
ness of the Strategic Air Command, could you use those facilities in 
the missile field ? 

Secretary MacInryre. The support facilities at SAC bases are be- 
ing used right now in our plan for initial sites. 

For example, we are putting an Atlas squadron not at Fairchild 
Air Force Base, but in that area, representing a separate target from 
the base. But the missiles will be at a site away from the base, which, 
however, will be used as the barracks and the support facilities for 
the personnel who will operate at the missile sites. 

The Cuarman. Then, can the House be advised that all this money 
being spent—$200 million 

Secretary MacIntyre. Well 

The Cuarrman. If the missile can begin to eliminate manned air- 
craft, it will not be wasted but can be utilized in the missile program. 

Secretary MacIntyre. I would like to answer that this way: I have 
no question but it is absolutely necessary to spend this money for two 
reasons: One, in the immediate future, over a given span of quite a 
few years, it is essential that we be able to get as much of SAC as 
possible off the ground, on very short alert. This program is com- 
pleted by this $200 million. 

Furthermore, beyond that period, no one can now foretell the exact 
composition of the force structure. But I would like to suggest to 
you, sir, that when that period is reached, it may well be that one 
of the most effective uses of long-range missiles is through their mar- 
riage to the aircraft as a platform from which they will be launched 
in a way which represents virtual invulnerability to attack. 

The Cuarrman. Now, you said one thing I want to pinpoint. Now 
you said this $200 million will complete the ability of the SAC to 
get off the ground, is that correct ? 

Secretary MacIntyre. That proportion 

The Cuatrman. Then the committee can understand next year when 
you appear here, you will not be asking for any money to enable SAC 
to meet its military mission ? 

Secretary MacIntyre. We are saying that we believe this substan- 
tially completes that program which we consider essential to enable 
a good proportion of the presently programed SAC force to get off 
the ground on a very short alert. 

The Cuarrman. Then 
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Secretary MacIntyre. And that this money should complete that 
planned program except for perhaps a few odds and ends that may 
appear. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Now we have the record clear on that. So next year when you come 
back here, why, we will not expect to see an item along that line, from 
your statement, which is in the bill today, is that correct? 

Secretary MacIntyre. You may have a small item. 

The Cuarrman. What? 

Secretary MacIntyre. You may have a small item to complete some 
odds and ends. 

The Cuarrman. Allright. 

Secretary MacIntyre. But it will be very minimal. 

Mr. Brooks. Mr. Chairman, in that connection there, would the 
chairman let the Secretary indicate what type of construction, gen- 
erally speaking, would be germane to this completion project? 

Secretary MacIntyre. Well, I think General Rentz can explain the 
details on it. 

The Cuatrman. Allright, General. 

This is very important information right in this connection. How 
would this $200 million now be spent, contributing to the ability of 
SAC to get off the ground ? 

General Rentz. If you remember, Mr. Chairman, when we sub- 
mitted the 1958 supplemental program, we initiated the relocation of 
11 KC-97 squadrons. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

General Renrz. I told the chairman and the committee at that time 
that we would complete this relocation in the 1959 program. 

The 1959 program contains $21 million for the relocation of these 
KC-97’s. At that time we will have 11 KC-97 squadrons relocated 
in the northern area of the Zone of Interior so they can more com- 
petently fulfill their mission. 

At the same time we presented the 1958 supplemental we initiated 
the SAC alert program. We requested and received approval for 
$25 million for SAC alert facilities. That is the configuration at the 
end of the runway for the aircraft, the personnel facilities, and so 
forth. At that time I told the committee that the total cost of this 

rogram would be approximately $100 million and we would complete 
it with the 1959 military construction program. 

This request contained $80 million to complete the SAC alert pro- 
gram, as we envision it today. It does not include any aircraft 
shelters. It may be necessary in the northern climates to request air- 
craft shelters in later progrems. That is the only item that this SAC 
alert package does not contain. 

The Cuarrman. Then we can understand that probably you will 
have the shelters presented in the next bill, next year, and that will 
not cost very much. 

General Rentz. Mr. Chairman, I would not even say we are going 
to have the shelters presented. Strategic Air Command is at the pres- 
ent time making a study to see if they can operate in this climate 
without shelters. 

The Cuatrman. Then the committee can understand that the main 
things in the bill next year will deal with missiles. 
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General Renvz. I think that is substantially s 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

I am glad we worked ourselves around to it. 

Secretary MacIntyre. Missiles, personnel, and perhaps some im- 
provement, Mr. Chairman, in the foreign area. 

The Cuairman, All right. Now, when we get in the missile field, 
it does not involve such enormous cost for ground facilities as it does 
in connection with man-operated aircraft ? 

Secretary MacInryre. That is only true, sir, so long as we place our 
sites for the missiles in reasonable relation to existing bases, so that 
the support facilities of those bases can be used for the personnel and 
so forth. 

That is what we are trying to do. But there may well be a need 
for a separate new base or so with its own support facilities. We are 
going to try to keep that to a minimum, so that we can use existing 
support facilities. 

The Cuarrman. Of course, you always have to have certain types of 
airplanes from which we fire certain types of missiles. 

Now you have all the facilities to meet that requirement neces- 
sary, in the way of runways and facilities? 

Secretary MacInryre. I would not say all so far as the tactical end 
is concerend abroad. 

The Cuamman. Well, you are meeting all your requirements today. 
You are not asking for anything along that line now in the bill? 

Secretary MacInrvre. I think there might be other things that 
we would like to have, but which, at the moment, have been deferred. 

The Cuatrman. All right. 

Then the committee can be forewarned that next year we will prob- 
ably be dealing more with missiles and missiles constantly on, and that 
all ‘the facilities for SAC are going to be buttoned up and finished 
in 1959? 

Secretary MacInryre. On the alert and dispersal; yes, sir. 

You must understand that the intercontinental missiles are as- 
signed to SAC as an operational matter. So the missile money of the 
future will go to SAC. 

The Cuamman. I understand that. I understand SAC handles 
the ballistic missiles. But the ballistic missiles have no relation to 
man-operated aircraft by SAC right now. 

Thank you, Mr. Secretary. If there are no further questions, we 
want to thank you very much. 

Secretary MacIntyre. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuamman. Now, the next witness is 

Mr. Ketiener. General Rentz, sir. 

The Cuarrman. General Rentz, Deputy Director of Installations. 
Oh, yes. He is our right-hand man. 

General Rentz. Thank you, sir. 

The Cuarrman. We have such a list of witnesses—so many dig- 
nitaries, I didn’t know who was who. 

Now, General, it is always a pleasure to have you before the com- 
mittee. You are a very effective advocate of the various provisions 
of the bill, and forthright. The committee always welcomes you to 
present your views. 

General Rentz. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 
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The CuarrMan, That is, at the beginning anyhow. 

General Rentz. Yes, sir.’ [ Laughter. ] 

Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, Secretary MacIntyre 
has presented the status of major Air Force program objectives, forces, 
and weapons systems and the significance of Air Force base develop- 
ment in the attainment of those goals. My statement will provide 
greater details of the content of the Air Force fiscal year 1959 mili- 
tary construction authorization request, show how the various proj- 
ects relate to overall Air Force requirements, and also show our prog- 
ress and plans for provision of bases and facilities needed to properly 
support the forces, weapon systems, and operational objectives. 

Status of base requirements: As Secretary MacIntyre noted in his 
statement, the Air Force, as an autonomous service, started out with 
a total of 131 installations in 1948. Since that time, and as part of 
the significant increase in the size of the Air Force and its increased 
missions and responsibilities, there has been a tremendous growth in 
the size and complexity of the Air Force base structure. As of De- 
cember 31, 1957, the number of active bases had increased to a total 
of 276 major installations, of which 163 were inside the United States, 
11 were in United States Territories and possessions, and 102 were 
in other overseas locations. In addition, Air Force activities were 
located on over 3,000 minor locations including the numerous sites 
of the North American aircraft control and warning network. The 
total number of major installations, under current plans, will remain 
approximately the same through fiscal year 1961, the end position 
against which the fiscal year 1959 military construction program is 
based. 

The fundamental base structure has been substantially established. 
The problem now facing the Air Force is to adapt the existing base 
structure to the requirements of new weapon systems and concepts, 
including facilities for dispersal and alert of the strategic forces and 
the fitting of operational missile facilities into the existing base struc- 
ture as far as practicable. Concurrently, we must provide the short- 
ages in base personnel and support facilities for these new missions 
and eliminate the operational and support deficiencies for the existing 
missions. 

Although certain adjustments are being made in the composition 
of the forces and in base deployments, existing bases are being adapted 
to the extent that no new major bases are being initiated in this 
program, although there are several new radar sites in the program. 

The request for new authority provides for construction at 158 
major installations, of which 108 are inside the United States and 
50 are outside the United States. In addition, the program provides 
facilities at a number of other sites and locations, including A. C. & W. 
network projects, facilities for the development, testing, and opera- 
tion of missiles, and classified facilities at various locations. 

I would like to run through the program summary, Mr. Chairman. 
Of the figure $986,271,000, $525,101,000 is inside the United States ; 
$118,670,000 is outside the United States; $317,500,000 is for missiles ; 
$95 million is for unforeseen construction. Then we have $4 312,000 
for the Air Academy. And the increased authorization for prior 
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ear projects, known as deficiency authorization, is $18,411,000. 
Making a total of $1,004,054,000. 

Of the $986,271,000 of new construction provided by this bill, $525,- 
101,000 represents named projects inside the United States and $118,- 
670,000 are for projects outside the United States. In addition, the 
major portion of the missile authorization will be utilized inside 
the United States. 

These figures, however, still do not give a full picture of where the 
proposed projects in the program will be constructed. Of the $118 
million shown for outside the United States, $28,525,000 are in United 
States Territories and possessions, and $42,751,000 are for projects on 
the North American Continent which directly contribute to continental 
defense. This leaves only $47,394,000, or less than 5 percent of the 
total program, for projects in what we would term “foreign” countries. 
This annually decreasing ratio of foreign construction in the Air Force 
program is in line with the progress being made to improve the inter- 
continental strike capability of the Strategic Air Command and the 
increased contributions of their self-defense by our allies. 

In previous years, it has been the custom to present our program as 
it relates to construction for the various Air Force major commands. 
This method of presentation has lost a major part of its significance 
under current and planned deployments since nearly every Air Force 
base, although assigned to and administered by one of the commands, 
has several missions and houses and supports the operations of major 
units of other major commands. 

We can no longer think in terms of SAC units being only on SAC 
bases or ADC units being only on ADC bases. For example, a tra- 
ditional ADC fighter interceptor base now also has become the home 
of a SAC heavy-bomber squadron and its supporting tanker refueling 
squadron in addition to its ADC fighter squadron. 

It is considered more appropriate and useful to the committee, there- 
fore, to present and discuss the content of our construction program by 
the program objective which the construction supports or, as we have 
termed it, by “package.” However, to permit relation of this program, 
as in the past, to the bases of the major commands to which they are 
assigned, I have included the following table which summarizes the 
program by major command. 

I will not read that, Mr. Chairman, but I will go directly to the 
program objective summary. 
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Department of the Air Force military construction authorization program, fiscal 
year 1959—Summary by command 


Inside the United States: Thousands 
SI a Re ae $66, 828 
Bes I accra ace ree iden aeeenenaca pee ae 34, 595 
Air Research and Development Command__-------------------~- 16, 270 
Bie SVRRine Cems scsoiks sb Shes decide eitnie kn ck 23, 158 
COMAEEIIIIE) BBP CIE nisi Sects aise wks eae etter ttre eedenba cas ctehee sath hielo 13, 740 
I SUR a eae 18, 937 
PECTORAL ETOMAOTC THOT CHO. osc cn meted ig Seeds Marea eieeeoieds 7, 775 
werategse Air Command... oo... et 157, 454 
Maciel: Dim: Cenmpee «iis. iii dis bcepidhiuccnelsdienthinseus bul 15, 819 
CUS, TRS aos cose nirdbiniigh bad ord setutnitsreetdbnsitobtes 563 
Aircraft control and warning sysétem..........-- enn no 169, 962 
Total, insiGe thé United Wtatetu. so a a 525, 101 
Outside the United States: 
Tene DREN MR a a ch he avtk etn epacinca oudeeidee eee 500 
Pe ge ag RE 8 oa ee 22, 925 
armen Alr Commeane: 7. ioe i a Ses 1, 540 
Military Air: Tramsport Bervideis go os ke ew csicese nesses 5, 347 
PU i a 15, 437 
NIRS 0 OP” Esai leclitsiomiciannmaination 26, 026 
bp ge eg NR al NE tee ine Ea! 17, 172 
Aircraft control ‘and -warning systems... 2. aed 29, 135 
eORRaD: SOA sb 2k tet etch dt eid abide dds Siew eedw dein ti 588 
"Otel, OASIS the TING POO 8 ned en gccehwncccestuee 118, 670 
Sec. 302: 
tibathe pleats tis ts ee dick. ocudteieaatel. teh ccepeee ee 165, 900 
TN Sian Ti caressing Aisles lin gis lai tals ried echapi ilar eadiiaahe ais ame 29, 600 
Tan ae ti a cal ia alien oto eiaeaeecal 122, 000 
ORNS, COO) tb tae kite a a ee a ee ee 317, 500 
Gece. 366? Ganforeseen compinuieblon.. 5:5 6 ok ics Spee ceed ccdomns 25, 000 
a a cn a tae avast ema 986, 271 
Oe) ee. Ee ORC! ROR cis oa ea eect ese ener 4, 372 
TOCk MEW RUUNOTIERGOR a nh ie eh el cdi 990, 643 


Program objective summary: Following is a summary of the pro- 
gram by the major program objectives for which construction is being 
requested. 


Department of the Air Force, fiscal year 1959 military construction 
authorization—Summary by program objective 


{In thousands of dollars] 

















Program objective Amount Percent of 
total 

Sale au anh hinchada tsdcettdisdadia papier adel |- iahdilihce te hike 

ID, 0.6 ciagccdunpudidcqadigennspanpearsnndel pestuanimalabaterduakedaael $403, 233 40.9 
el oa it cil cee «aaa 141, 559 14.4 
ET a Os oa hens cacdpake tee makes epee aenaanaThen 213, 651 21.7 
SEL Like dds hixbicdehenbidseckbetntbibshicdudibedeaediiladioadsadswdbede 8, 638 9 
EE is Sha I LEI IE i nen lle Silt eal dei aned aay alae 36, 939 3.7 
UPTON Wane GU VUNNIIIINS so 2kn 2 ccd banceedcesicddcubaaadeusdenbnclUebesse 12, 618 1.3 
Personnel and community... -_- ipa iehsh oud bowhhdutied 4cbebunn band aatetiian 39, 519 4.0 
Medical. ......-- aiall canta ditin i iaiadinseeig Media iectaen x ei capdtaenaane leader dina asacemerenaaeeieel 18, 234 1.8 
Various operational, training, and support.......-......--...-.-..-..---.-...- 86, 880 8.8 
ROT NNN en sn nem heukalldnnnes cquisibbmabuedal aces 25, 000 2.5 
NE Actes ata dud wtenhet til aniain chs tnn dhl dd whs cestheuk> edad 986, 271 100.0 
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General Rentz. Now, following is a summary of the program by the 
major command program objectives for which construction is being 
requested : 

trategic Air Command is 40.9 percent of the program. Defense is 
14.4. Warning and control is 21.7. Tactical is 0.9 percent. Materiel 
is 3.7 percent. Research and development, 1.3 percent. Personnel and 
community facilities, 4 percent Medical, 1.8 percent. 

And there are various operational and training and support facili- 
ties, at 8.8 percent of the program. 

And unforseen construction, that is the $25 million I mentioned 
previously, is 2.5 percent of the program. 

Now, the largest portion of the program, $403 million, or about 41 
percent of the total program, provides facilities in direct support of 
the strategic strike forces. This total consists of facilities for both the 
manned bombers and their supporting tanker aircraft and for ballistic 
and other types of strategic missiles. 

Ballistic missiles: In the basic fiscal year 1958 and prior years’ 

rograms, construction was provided for research, test, and training 
tact ities at various locations for both the intercontinental and inter- 
mediate range ballistic missiles and to develop the first operational site 
for Atlas ICBM at Cooke Air Force Base, Calif., and to initiate con- 
struction of a second operational site for the Atlas ICBM at Warren 
Air Force Base, Wyo. 

The Atlas program has been accelerated by means of the fiscal year 
1958 supplemental construction authorization which this committee 
approved earlier in this session. That construction program accele- 
rated the completion date for the first operational site at Cooke and the 
operational facilities for the first squadron at Warren Air Force Base. 
The authorization provided by the fiscal year 1958 supplemental 
program also has been applied to the construction of facilities for 
additional Atlas squadrons. 

It had been planned originally, under the fiscal year 1958 supple- 
mental, to construct additional facilities at Warren Air Force Base for 
Atlas squadrons prior to proceeding with construction at additional 
sites. However, upon completion of the planning for these facilities, 
it was found that the construction activity which would be involved 
at Warren, under the plan, was of such magnitude that it could not be 
efficiently or economically accomplished and that completion of opera- 
tional facilities for these squadrons would be delayed. It was deter- 
mined, therefore, that to provide a greater number of operational 
Atlas sites at earlier dates, it was necessary to initiate construction at 
additional sites. Under this plan, facilities are being provided simul- 
taneously at Warren Air Force Base; Offutt Air Force Base, Nebr. ; 
and Fairchild Air Force Base, Wash. 

The largest package in the strategic portion of the fiscal year 1959 
construction program provides $165.9 million for ballistic missiles. 
This amount includes authorization for construction of operational 
Atlas facilities at one additional location, not yet firmly selected, and 
support facilities for both the previously programed and the new 
Atlas site. It also includes authorization for the construction of 
hardened facilities for the Titan ICBM. I would like to mention that 
this is the first program that we have requested any operational type 
facility for Titan. 
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In addition, the 1959 program provides for construction of opera- 
itonal facilities for the intermediate range ballistic missile at over- 
seas locations and for test and training facilities for both the ICBM 
and the IRBM at Cooke Air Force Base. 

Other strategic missiles : $29.6 million are included in the program 
for strategic missiles other than the ballistic type. This package 
contains facilities for the Hounddog and the Quail air-to-surface 
missiles carried by the Strategic Air Command B-47 and B-52 
bombers to provide them with greater penetration capability. The 
package also provides facilities in the United States for the Goose 
which is a surface-to-surface air-breathing missile with an interconti- 
nental range. Facilities for the Goose missile also were authorized 
in fiscal year 1958. 

Manned strategic forces: Although operational missiles are enter- 
ing into our weapons inventory and promise tremendous additions to 
our military capabilities, our main offensive punch is still contained 
in the manned bomber forces of the Strategic Air Command with 
its fleets S heavy jet bombers, the B—52’s, and medium jet bombers, 
the B-47’ 

The Soviets possess the advantages of initiative and surprise. 
Therefore the Air Force must be capable of maintaining its strategic 
offensive force in the highest state of readiness possible with the least 
possible vulnerability to attack and from which it can react rapidly 
upon receipt of tactical warning. 

SAC’s capability to launch its strike force in the event of a surprise 
attack is dependent upon four basic factors: (1) Warning, (2) alert 

facilities, (3) dispersal, and (4) personnel. For each of these factors, 
the availability of sufficient and proper facilities is a vital element in 
the attainment of the required degree of capability. 

B-52 facilities and dispersal: 'To reduce the vulnerability and in- 
crease the response capability of the heavy-bomber force, the Air 
Force, in fiscal year 1957, initiated a program to disperse the pro- 
gramed 33 B-52 squadrons on the basis of a single squadron per base. 
At that time, 11 bases, which had been the homes for the 11 
B-36 wings, were available for adaptation for use by the B-52’s. 
Each of these 11 bases has been adapted, with some necessary addi- 
tional construction, to the requirements for 1 B-52 squadron plus 
associated tankers. 

The fiscal year 1957 construction program provided construction at 
11 additional existing Air Force bases, increasing the total B-52 bases 
programed to 22. In the basic fiscal year 1958 construction program, 
5 more existing bases were expanded and adapted, making a total of 
27 B-52 bases. The fiscal year 1958 supplemental program, approved 
by the committee last winter, contained the first increment of con- 
struction to adapt an additional 6 existing bases, which would provide 
the total 33 bases needed for B-52 squadron dispersal and their asso- 
ciated KC-135 jet refueling tanker aircraft. 

The construction program we are presenting today contains $66.4 
million for additional facilities, which will substantially complete 
current requirements for full dispersal of the 33 B-52 squadrons. 

It has also been the objective of the Air Force to disperse the me- 
dium bombers on the basis of a single wing per base. Under present 
plans, the medium-bomber force will be located on 20 bases at the end 
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of fiscal year 1961. Construction of one of the bases, Richard Bong 
Air Force Base, Wis., was initiated with funds provided last year. 
This program contains $13.2 million to provide a second increment of 
construction at that base. 

SAC tanker relocation: In the fiscal year 1958 supplemental pro- 
gram, authorization and funds were provided for construction which 
would permit the relocation of KC—97 tanker-refueling squadrons from 
southern bases in the United States to locations in northern areas 
from which they can operate without delay in support of strike mis- 
sions by the B-47 medium bombers. Against a current requirement 
to relocate 11 KC-97 squadrons, the fiscal year 1958 supplemental 
program provided the first increment of facilities for 9 squadrons on 
8 existing bases. 

The fiscal year 1959 program contains $21.9 million for additional 
short-lead-time items for the first 9 squadrons and for the facilities 
needed to relocate a second squadron on one of the first 8 bases, increas- 
ing to 10 the number of squadrons relocated out of the 11-squadron 
requirement. 

No construction is presently included in this authorization bill 
for relocation of the 11th squadron. Surveys have been made to 
determine the location which best satisfies the operational require- 
ments, primarily geographical location, and, at the same time, be 
economically adapted or expanded to accommodate this additional 
mission. 

Negotiations currently are underway with one of the other services, 
seeking a joint-use agreement which will permit the Air Force to 
deploy a KC-97 squadron at an existing military installation on a 
tenant basis. The Department of Defense and the Bureau of the 
Budget have approved the construction required to add the Air Force 
mission at that location, subject to the consummation of the joint-use 
agreement. The Air Force feels that the requirement to relocate the 
11th tanker squadron is of such importance that it must request in- 
sertion in this fiscal year 1959 authorization bill and the committee’s 
approval of necessary construction authorization if the joint-use 
agreement negotiations are successfully concluded prior to completion 
of legislation before the committee at this time. 

Alert facilities: The advent of an enemy ICBM threat dictates the 
necessity for capability, after initial warning, of a 15-minute response 
by the SAC forces to insure their ability to survive and strike back. 
Under this objective, it is planned that one-third of the SAC forces 
will be maintained on continuous alert. The achievement of this 
capability requires construction of special facilities at the SAC bases. 

Construction of base facilities, which directly contribute to such 
an alert capability, was initiated in the fiscal year 1957 military con- 
struction program. This initial construction consisted only of the 
provision of a certain portion of the aircraft parking apron in an 
alert configuration on those bases expanded for the dispersal of the 
heavy bomber squadrons where additional parking apron was needed. 
Following this principle, alert parking areas were provided at 7 heavy- 
bomber bases by the fiscal year 1957 military construction program 
and at 5 more heavy-bomber bases by the fiscal year 1958 military 
construction program. 
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In addition to alert aircraft-parking areas, ready-crew and security 
facilities, and supporting utilities are needed for full alert capability. 
The fiscal year 1958 supplemental program authorized the first sizable 
construction increment for SAC alert, with $24.6 million provided 
for construction of the first ready-crew and alert facilities, as well as 
alert pavement at additional bases for both medium bombers and 
heavy bombers. 

The $80.9 million included in this request for alert facilities, to- 
gether with certain alert facilities provided as part of the dispersal 
package, provides short-lead-time items on certain bases where projects 
requiring longer times for construction were started in prior years’ 
construction programs. In addition, it provides the full alert con- 
struction requirement at bases where no long-lead-time construction is 
necessary. This fiscal year 1959 alert package substantially completes 
the construction needed for achievement of the 15-minute response 
capability as current planned, except for aircraft shelters in northern 
areas, for which the requirement has not been finally determined, 
except the shelters I mentioned previously. 

Other strategic facilities: The remaining $25.3 million under the 
strategic heading includes various operational and support facilities 
at overseas locations from which SAC units will operate or through 
which they will stage in wartime operations and at which they conduct 
peacetime maneuvers and rotation training missions. In addition, 
this package provides special ordnance-storage facilities at SAC 
bomber bases in the United States. 

Defense facilities: Facilities for active air defense amount to $141.6 
million, or 14.4 percent of the total program. Of this total, the major 
portion, $140.1 million, is for installations inside the United States. 

Defense missiles: The largest package within this defense group- 
ing is that for the Bomare missile, amounting to $122 million. Con- 
struction of facilities for this missile was initiated in the fiscal year 
1958 construction program at four locations. This fiscal year 1959 
request will add facilities at 10 additional locations. 

For the Bomare missile squadrons, it is planned, where practicable, 
to place the facilities on or near existing Air Force or other military 
installations, with the support facilities, including housing, located on 
the main base. 

Other defense facilities : The other $19.6 million for defense facilities 
includes (1) facilities at 4 United States bases to which fighter-inter- 
ceptor aircraft are being redeployed to improve continental United 
States intercept coverage; (2) additional facilities at Tyndall and 
MacDill Air Force Bases, Fla., the 2 Air Defense weapons employ- 
ment centers, to provide increased capability for the training of 
fighter-interceptor pilots in weapons utilization and employment and 
new intercept techniques; (3) storage, assembly, and checkout facil- 
ities for air-to-air missiles and rockets, including those with nuclear 
warheads; (4) installation of electrical outlets in parking aprons to 
provide instant power for century-series fighter-interceptors; and 
(5) aircraft shelters for interceptors on 4 Northern United States 
bases to insure their instant readiness during inclement weather. 

Warning and control: Directly related to the capability of both the 
strategic and defense forces for instant response to an attack, and, 
also, to permit maximum reaction in civil defense, is the provision of 
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the earliest possible warning that an attack is impending. Improved 
enemy capabilities to launch an attack upon this country, both by 
manned bombers and by ballistic missiles, dictates that continued 
improvements and expansion of our warning systems be made. 

This authorization program contains $213.7 million, or 21.7 percent, 
of the total program, for additional warning and control facilities. 

Radar improvement: The largest increment of the warning and con- 
trol portion is for the first phase of a program of radar improvements 
for which authorization of $100 million is requested in this bill. This 
package principally provides facilities, at primary radar sites in the 
United States, for the installation of high-powered and long-range 
radars to provide a frequency diversity capability in the warning sys- 
tem. This will improve identification capabilities as well as decreasing 
enemy capabilities to effectively utilize electronic counter measures 
against our radars. The construction involved in this type of radar 
improvement consists primarily of the procurement and installation 
of enclosed radar towers and the provision of large quantities of elec- 
tric power for operation of the newer high-powered radars. 

Dewline: As the Secretary noted earlier, the main portion of the 
DEW line is now operational and the Aleutian and eastward exten- 
sions are under construction. Construction of 2 stations of the east- 
ward extension was initiated with $20 million of authorization pro- 
vided last year. This program provides an additional $25 million for 
the 2 remaining radar stations required and for communications links 
to the main DEW line and the eastern segment of the warning system. 

New radar sites and support facilities : $30.6 million are included in 
the program for the construction of 6 new primary radar sites and 8 
unmanned automatic gap filler sites, and for various additional opera- 
tional, support and personnel] facilities at aircraft control and warning 
sites, worldwide. 

SAGE facilities: The SAGE (semiautomatic ground environment) 
system, under present plans, involves the construction of technical and 
support facilities for 36 SAGE centers (computers) for 29 SAGE 
sectors (locations). 

SAGE centers 1 through 26 have been constructed or initiated with 
authorizations provided in the fiscal year 1958 supplemental and prior 
construction programs. The fiscal year 1959 authorization request 
includes $41.1 million for technical facilities for SAGE centers 27 
through 31, support facilities for centers previously authorized and 
communications facilities at various radar sites to tie their operation 
into the automatic features of the SAGE system. 

Joint manual direction centers: $16.9 million are included in the 
program to provide the Air Force portion of Joint Army-Air Force 
operated manual direction centers for the Army Nike missile at bases 
inside the United States. Present plans call for a number of centers 
in this system, also known as the Missile Master, with the Air Force 
being the host at some centers and the Army being the host at the 
other centers. 

This authorization request will provide technical and support facili- 
ties at the Air Force locations and technical facilities only at the 
Army locations. 

Tactical: In the tactical area, the major package in this program 
provides $8.6 million for facilities for additional tactical missile units 
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and to improve the capability of existing Matador missiic units at over- 
seas locations. 

Materiel: The $36.9 million included in the program for materiel 
facilities consists of modifications and improvements in depot ware- 
houses; additional aircraft maintenance facilities at the Air Materiel 
Command depots; modification of existing facilities at the Memphis 
General Depot, Tenn., for logistical operations associated with the 
motor-vehicle support ‘activ ity ‘relocated from the Memphis Air Force 
Depot ; base supply and maintenance facilities at various installations ; 
and area POL facilities at Pacific bases. 

Research and development: Construction requested for research and 
development facilities amounts to $12.6 million, consisting primarily 
of guided missile testing and range facilities at Eglin Air Force 
Base, Fla., and its down range stations, and a high temper ature test 
facility at Wright-Patterson ‘Air Force Base, Ohio. 

Although the construction requested in this program for research 
and development is less than in prior years, this does not mean a 
lessening of emphasis by the Air Force on these essential activities. 
It does indicate, however, that the substantial prior years’ construc- 
tion for research purposes has kept pace with the needs to support 
the research and development programs conducted from facilities fur- 
nished by the Air Force. In fact, “research and dev elopment activities 
are being continued at a high level and the total Air Force appropria- 
tion request in fiscal year 1959 for research and development exceeds 
the amounts appropriated for that purpose in fiscal year 1958. This 
is exclusive of amounts separately budgeted by the newly established 
ARPA, some of which may be transfor red to the Air Force to carry 
out programs which the Air Force had already initiated and had 
financed during fiscal year 1958. 

Personnel and community: It has been pointed out frequently that 
weapons are no better than the people who maintain and operate 
them. But the Air Force, as in other services, is having great. diffi- 
culty in obtaining and retaining the highly skilled, well- ‘trained per- 
sonnel it needs to operate, maintain, and manage these complex and 
costly weapons. These types of people deservedly should be rewarded 
for their skills and experience. A very significant achievement has 
just been made in this respect by the approval of the new military 
pay bill by the Congress which, by itself, will provide a strong incen- 
tive for entrance and continuation of military career service. 

The Air Force considers that the provision of facilities which con- 
tribute to a decent standard of living for its officers, airmen, and 
their families is of equal importance with operational facility re- 
quirements. The personnel facilities considered essential consist not 
only of family and troop housing, but also adequate medical facili- 
ties, recreational facilities, religious facilities, and various community 
facilities including schools, commissaries, and post exchanges. 

Exclusive of family housing, which I will discuss later, $39.5 mil- 
lion, or 4 percent of the total program, make up the separate per sonnel 
and community facilities package in this program. The major por- 
tion of this amount, $29.5 million, consists of troop housing and 
dining facilities and the balance of $10 million is for recreational. 
religious and community facilities. 
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It is desired to point out that this $39.5 million package includes 
only those personnel and community facilities which are not directly 
related to and included as part of the other program objective pack- 
ages which I have discussed. 

Including the amounts in the other packages, the total personnel 
and community facilities in this fiscal year 1959 authorization request 
amount to $61.9 million, or 6.3 percent of the total program. 

Medical: The medical-facilities package of $18.2 million provides 
$16.1 million for 7 new hospitals at bases in the United States and 
$2.1 million for other medical facilities including 1 body fluid labora- 
tory, 1 dental clinic, and 4 dispensaries. 

Various operational, training, and support: The projects included 
in this package which amounts to $86.9 million, provide facilities at 
various bases of all commands and consist of facilities for classified 
activities at overseas locations; operational, training, and admin- 
istrative facilities; utilities and ground improvements; and real estate. 

$18.9 million of this amount are for construction at Andrews Air 
Force Base, Md. This construction provides the first increment. of 
facilities needed by the Air Force to implement plans for phasing 
Air Force and Navy flying activities out of Anacostia Naval Air 
Station, Bolling Air Force "Base, and W ashington National Airport. 
The Air Force construction at Andrews requested in this program 
includes the long lead-time airfield construction plus support facilities 
which will accommodate the Air Force flying activity to be moved 
from Washington National Airport. The additional facilities needed 
to accommodate the flying activities to be moved from Bolling AFB 
will be included in subseqeunt construction programs. 

Unforseen construction: $25 million of authorization is requested 
in this bill for construction of unforeseen projects, without identifica- 
tion to specific construction items or locations. This authorization 
will provide the Secretary of the Air Force authority to construct 
urgently required facilities for which requirements are not now known 
or firm but which must be initiated prior to the next military con- 
struction authorization act. 

Changing international conditions and _ operational concepts, 
changes in Air Force missions, new weapons developments, improved 
production schedules, and new or unforeseen research and develop- 
ment requirements often create new and additional facility require- 
ments on which construction must be initiated promptly and provided 
in short periods of time in order that the weapons and systems may 
be effectively utilized at the earliest possible dates or by specified re- 
quirement dates. With present r: spidly advancing enemy capabilities 
and United States technology, it is imperative that construction be 
provided where needed to support the introduction of new develop- 
ments in weapon systems and operational concepts. For the same 
reason, it is not always possible to accurately and fully foresee all 
such requirements in time to include them in the normal annual mili- 
tary construction program which would eliminate the need for emer- 
gency actions to produce the facilities by the time required. 

Public Law 968, 84th Congress (fiscal year 1957 program), pro- 
vided the Secretary of the Air Force with $50 million of this type 
of emergency construction authorization. As of this date, approxi- 
mately $28 million of this authorization has been utilized and the 
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Armed Services Committees of the Congress so notified, and an addi- 
tional $16 million is in various stages of processing for initiation of 
construction in fiscal year 1958. In view of recent developments and 
the continuing acceleration of defense programs, it is anticipated that 
the balance of the Air Force available authorization for unforeseen 
construction will be fully utilized prior to the end of fiscal year 1958. 

Based upon the level of actual and planned use of unforeseen con- 
struction authorizations in fiscal year 1958, a minimum of $25 million 
in new authorization is required in fiscal year 1958 to allow the Air 
Force to proceed with urgent construction which must be initiated 
prior to the time that the regular fiscal year 1960 military construc- 
tion program will be enacted into law. 

Categories of construction: In the preceding summary of the pro- 
gram by program objectives, each of the program packages discussed 
includes facilities that fall under the various standard Department of 
Defense construction categories. To provide the committee with 
a corollary analysis of the program, the following table shows the 
distribution of the authorization request by major construction 
category. 

I will not read that, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHarrMAn. Put itintherecord. Go right ahead. 


Department of the Air Force fiscal year 1959 military construction authoriza- 
tion—Program by construction categories 


Thousands 

Onnratiomal: amd. trees. 625 sn hh i ee eee sc a $234, OSO 
MaIDFeNONSG BNE PECRUIC OT ann. siren eines wins eee 64, 434 
TT, TUE OUOUIII, CUE I sei cans og sicenpiinncicrce ace eeatetneg endnotes 12, 471 
PI ctiene te da abt ann nsec ons trees tag acc tate: aa aligns Saat. ee crecay eet [saa schanateaclibaece aaa 36, 052 
Paowres Gabe * MOG cee el ah nk ed 18, 593 
NONI Sn i nn cs ee Sh sd ee ee eee 4, 288 
Pee BOG: : COMUNI nn 3 ic wdad baled pineeelkss dee 61, 934 
UCHICIEE NOG SOUR TMPOVOMICUIS on cietecimncicicbcicene ned bwnndthe 79, 205 
NE SU oss 2s ghia sles hacen eaiessneemece ob ch coon ane nil een sharon mata eaetn eee 1, 341 
Een Genes TRACP OV OMNIS So a ne ee ce a ee eS 685 
Various, not identified by specific construction item _ .._._...._.._--__ 473, 188 
SN aca a a ae a 986, 271 


The large amount shown in the table as “Various” is for projects 
which are not identified by specific construction item. Such projects 
consist principally of ballistic, strategic, and defense missile facilities; 
radar improvements; the new radar gap filler sites; DEW line; and 
the authorization for unforeseen construction. 

General Ren'rz. Real estate: The Air Force seeks authorization in 
this program to acquire various identified interests in 4,491 acres of 
land, all inside the United States, at a cost of $1,341,000. These land 
interests are required primarily to extend runways at existing instal- 
lations; to develop facilities for the guided-missile programs ; to estab- 
lish clearances for flight safety in runway approach zones; to provide 
safety clearances for weapons storage facilities; and to expand opera- 
tional and support facilities. In addition, certain real-estate in- 
terests, not yet firmly delineated, will be acquired under the authoriza- 
tions requested for the missile programs. The following table sum- 
marizes the identified land items in the program. 


20066—5 8—No. 86-———28 
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Land interests in Air Force, fiscal year 1959 military construction authorization 








| | 
Interest Acres Cost 

heeidtil anc tee iccieatiensinieaesareiay ee hati —_——|- _ Teer eT 
Fee purchase-- -_- Sib lat Alek eden cmladanst dastiaiwepeianibendiepile 1,555 | $1,163, 000 
IIE Te Pe eee ko oe eee Sa Pe ee te Se | 1, 680 8, 000 
Clearance easement sh ee a jécce. --| 1,017 | 74, 000 
Right-of-way easement. -_............---- s SCP eihecehall 239 96, 000 
ee ee eee eet 
P< nid td Ube cecceeoesneete a ati i le we rte anima tiitind 4,491 | 1, 341, 000 


General Rentz. The Air Force is continuing its policy to acquire 
only that land needed for present and immediately foreseeable opera- 
tions and to relinquish lands for which continued requirements are not 
foreseen, During calendar year 1957, the Air Force issued directives 
to dispose of 1,165,060 acres of land and 253,333 square feet of scape in 
buildings in the United States. A summation of disposals by type 
follows: (1) Land returned to public domain, 29,606 acres. (2) Gov- 
ernment-owned land, with improvements, 2,262 acres. This land will 
be returned to the tax rolls, resulting in increased revenue for the 
communities concerned. Further, the sale of this property results in 
certain moneys being deposited in the Treasury of the United States. 
(3) Leases canceled, 17,389 acres of land, and 253,333 square feet of 
space in buildings. Cancellation of these leases results in reductions 
of $689,152 per annum in le: eee as well as considerable reductions 
in annual maintenance costs. (4) Lesser interests, such as easements 
and permits, which were canceled or otherwise disposed of totaled 
1,115,803 acres. 

Family housing: We are making steady progress in providing 
family housing for our officers and upper grade airmen particularly 
by means of the title VITI program of the National Housing Act. 
Of the current active title VIII program for approximately 50,000 
units, as of May 1, 1958, 2,706 units at 5 locations have been ctaaphened 
and 18,232 units are under construction at 27 locations. A detailed 
presentation on family housing has been prepared and will be pre- 
sented separately if the committee desires. 

The family housing projects to be constructed with appropriated 
funds and for which we are asking authorization from this committee 


are: 
Installation and number of units 


Inside the United States: 


a ocd cal aaa Lac Soler se te toe aoe nate ace 27 
SIS CN I oc ei ret ete Seok ov gracias ated as wo sn See a cid wancd esac cb 27 
nn a abet tn wbbemeaebuis 54 
Outside the United States: 
Neen nn ne arn ceed ih ee a ard nie vase ence lncas 27 
Sen vane Ik ae, “ONO 27 
I a 27 
Ernest Harmon AFB, Newfoundland, Canada______________________ 1§ 
I seem beeinunnmmn ann 196 
Deen nnn ne en ne eee enn cerns eiahandsciapibtibanetaidicn miei 100 
ne TE oe rr ee ee ee ge 150. 
TS ne ey 2 De ree Cae en ln eee ee 723 





Total worldwide =k T77 
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The last two are classified locations, Mr. Chairman. I think you 
have the location of them, sir. 

The 2 projects in the U nited States and the first 3 projects in Canada 
represent an additional increment of housing to support the aircraft 
control and w atriiny sites. Prior authorizations of such housing for 
this activity totals 2,348 units of which 434 units have already “been 
completed and 1,914 ‘units are in various stages of construction, con- 
tract award and ‘design. With a few exceptions, the Air Force plan 
of providing an initial increment of 27 units of housing at each air- 
craft control and warning site is nearing completion. 

The need for the housing requested at the remaining four locations 
outside the United States is vital and urgently required to assure that 
the Air Force missions at these locations will not be impeded. 

Also included in this request are the following authorizations to 


construct or acquire housing by means of other “than appropriated 
funds: 


| | 


Program | Installations | Number of 
| units 
eS = _ ———- — ————E 2 - — | —_ 
Title VIII... decth ating ciel Lod dnb AAs otk lai tated 67 | 30, 376 
Surplus commodity. dint catia IS RS Pe eer Tae 24 5, 196 
Wy ee nica cwenstanddnnsedesdnvudasetubactbuvtoiuicdaanddedpetes 16 9, 374 
WE cated vindicnastacbdadsntal uninieiwiniuelindimipiimounice vaaeul 107 44, 946 


General Rentz. The Wherry acquisition project authorizations 
listed above will complete the Air Force program of acquiring all of 
its Wherry projects. 

Air Force Academy: Section 309 of the bill amends Public Law 
325, 83d Congress, to provide for an increase of $4,372,000 in con- 
struction authorized for the Air Force Academy at ¢ ‘olorado Springs, 
Colo. The items to be constructed with this increased authorization 
consist of roadway facilities, erosion control and landscaping, and 
diesel fuel storage. 

At the present time construction of the permanent Academy is 69 
percent complete. Of the $122,234,548 under contract, $78,049,000 
worth of work is in place. The total amount authorized and funded 
to date is approximately $135.5 million. 

In view of the previously expressed interest of the committee and 
the nature and magnitude of the Air Force Academy construction, 
we will be happy to present a special briefing on this program if the 
committee so desires. 

Replacement of substandard facilities: The Secretary already has 
stated the Air Force problem with respect to our inability to replace 
substandard facilities at a satisfactory rate. The primary demand on 
available Air Force construction dollars since the major buildup of 
the Air Force began in 1950 has been to provide ready base facilities 
for new requirements. Coupled _ this factor was the relatively 
insufficient and substandard base facilities available to the Air Force 
at the conclusion of World War II. Asa result, it has been difficult to 
overcome concurrently the backlog of base facility deficiencies for 
existing missions and badly needed replacement of the substandard 
facilities which have continued to depreciate with age and use and 
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which the Air Force has been forced to continue in use with excessively 
high operation and maintenance expenditures. 

We have tried to place more emphasis on this replacement require- 
ment, with special attention being accorded to the replacement of sub- 
standard troop housing and dining facilities. We are making prog- 
ress in this direction and the program we are presenting today in- 
cludes $32 million for replacement projects. 

The “Air Force intends, to the maximum extent possible within 
annual construction program limitations, to continue its efforts in 
this direction until a satisfactory level of replacement of its sub- 
standard facilities is reached. 

Increases in prior years’ authorizations: The deficiencies, in prior 
years’ Air Force authorizations which have developed during the past 
year are substantially less than those for which increased authoriza- 
tions were requested in the fiscal year 1958 authorization bill last year. 
The amount of increases requested in this bill total only $13,411,000 
as compared with last year’s total of almost $115 million. 

This gratifying reduction in authorization deficiencies has resulted 
primarily from better estimates as additional experience is gained 
from awards on newer types of facilities, initiation of advance 
planning at earlier dates, and advancement of the dates for application 
of the automatic authorization rescission provisions. 

The requested increases, which are identified by authorizing public 
law and installation in sections 305 through 308 of the bill, “involve 
22 separate installation project authorizations contained in 4 prior 
years’ authorization public laws. Following is a summary of the in- 
creases for each public law. 

The CuarrmMan. Just insert that in the record. 

General Rentz. Yes, sir. 


Department of the Air Force—Fiscal year 1959 military construction authorization 
increases in prior years’ authorizations 








| 
Current Fa Authorization | Revised 
Authorization authorization | increase authorization 
| amount requested amount 
Public Law: | 
161-84 (fiscal year 1956)_..._______- : $1, 363, 189, 000 $1, 738,000 | $1, 364, 927, 000 
968-84 (fiscal year 1957) _- ‘ _..----| 1,447, 950, 000 | 3,007,000 | 1, 450, 957, 000 
85-241 (fiscal year 1958) : | 601, 781, 000 5, 679, 000 | 607, 460, 000 
85-325 (fiscal year 1958 supplemental) _ - - Loade Sa 549, 670, 000 2 » 987, 000 | 552, 657, 000 
Adie chk LP tiarS cn cue tne dabcys viieewdene 13, 411, 000 |__ 


General Rentz. The authorization increases represent the net de- 
ficiency considering both project savings and cost overruns on each 
construction item in the projects involved. Details of the revised 
costs for each item have been provided to the committee. 

Cost index: Construction costs have shown a gradual and steady 
rise at the rate of approximately 7 percent per year from 1949 through 
1957. After the first 6 months of 1958, there was a slight leveling off, 
with only about 1 percent increase. That is the 1 percent increase from 
January to May. This has been further reflected in favorable bid 
experience since January 1958. There is no assurance, however, oe 
the cost curve will remain constant, and by the time the fiscal ye 
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1959 program is ready for the market the cost curve may be expected 
to resume its upward trend of the past several years. 

The Air Force and its construction agents are making every possible 
effort to develop realistic cost estimates prior to submitting author- 
ization requests to the Congress, which will preclude authorization 
deficiencies. We believe that, barring large unforeseen increases in 
the cost index, authorization deficiencies will be held at minimal 
amounts in the future. 

Status of authorizations: The Air Force is pleased to report that 
the former high balances of unfinished authorizations are being 
steadily reduced. Based upon the amounts of new authorization and 
appropriations being requested for. fiscal year 1959, the effective 
unfinanced authorization balance at the end of fiscal year 1959 will be 
down to $415 million as compared to about $1,200 million at the end of 
fiscal year 1958 and almost $1,400 million at the end of fiscal year 
1957. 

This reduction in the unfinanced balance of about $1,000 million in 
a period of 2 years primarily is the result of the committee’s action 
in advancing the effective dates for automatic rescission of unused 
authorizations. ‘The automatic repeal of authorization not used within 
3 years from date of —— has proven very effective to the Air 
Force. ‘The “3-year rule” permits a more effective management and 
control of the construction program and a reduction in “accounting 
and reporting workloads. 

It is considered that the approximately $400 million of currently 
inactive authorizations are the minimum amount required to provide 
the flexibility needed for orderly progress in a construction program 
of the magnitude of the Air Force’s. 

The following table summarizes the status of Air Force military 
construction authorizations, reflecting the reduction down to the $415 
million. 


Department of the Air Force military construction authorization—/fiscal year 
1959 status of existing authorizations and appropriations 


Millions 
Total authorization available, fiscal year 1948 through fiscal year 1958__ $12, 268 
Less reserve for O/s rental guarantee family housing._--_...._----_---_ —100 
Less estimated rescissions through July 1, 1957_--------------------- —1,119 
Net authorization available through fiscal year 1958___-----_-_-_-_---- 11, 049 
Less total funds available through fiscal year 1958_.___--_-__----_----- —9, 670 
Less estimated automatic rescission by sec. 506, Public Law 85-241... —164 
Total residual authorization at end of fiscal year 1958____-____- 1, 215 
Plus new authorization proposed for fiscal year 1959__-.__----------- +986 
Plus increases in prior years’ authorized by fiscal year 1959 authoriza- 
COIR TIEN hance thn ds aiknien nieces std nochange mnie aamtied +18 
Residual and proposed authorization available through fiscal year 
TOO in ish ie he a Ha adeeb ab delididdalbas 2, 219 
Less proposed fiscal year 1959 military construction appropriation____ —992 
Less dollar equivalent of counterpart funds proposed for utilization in 
BOG FORE TIO a vic cei eniccqduendinirning mee nameiaiimtine tama —25 
Less estimated automatic rescission by section 507, fiscal year 1959 au- 
Conte” We. ois Sk sa Reed I een —787 


Effective residual authorization at end of fiscal year 1959____-_~ 415 
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General Renvz. Air Force construction agents: The Corps of En- 
gineers is the principal construction agent for the Air Force. In 
addition, the Bureau of x ards and Docks performs Air Force con- 
struction in certain areas. The Air Force accomplishes a small 
amount of its own Semalabtion in areas where neither the Corps of 
Engineers nor the Bureau of Yards and Docks has established con- 
struction activities and, in some cases, constructs certain technical 
facilities peculiar to the Air Force. The Air Force fiscal year 1958 
military construction program is being implemented through Air 
Force construction agents in approximately the following amounts: 


Program 

percent 

Corps of Engineers, United States Army _.......-....._--.-..--._--- 81 
Bureau of Yards and Docks, United States Navy__------- Se ial he ee 16 
Nk ah lieies apukndeaieclbbbuienees weetnhers ppueee 3 
a te cos bs enseechcg eet rena as se aresesinewle 100 


Conclusion: In formulating the military construction authorization 
program for fiscal year 1959, the Air Force has recognized that funds 
are not unlimited and the achievement of primary objectives are pos- 
sible only by insuring that its construction resources are allocated 
wisely and economic ally. To this end, we have attempted to select 
for inclusion in this atithorization request. those projects which will 
provide the greatest measure of capability to Air Force missions and 
contribute most to the well- being of Air Force personnel. 

We shall be happy to discuss any aspects of our program to furnish 
additional information as the committee desires. 

The Cuarrman. General, I want to compliment you on this state 
ment. It is certainly a splendid statement, giving all pertinent infor 
mation about this bill. 

I think it is one of the best statements along this line it has been 
my privilege to read in years. 

I sincerely trust that the conclusion is carried forth in all the items 


of the bill. 


In formulating the military construction authorization program in 1959 the 
Air Force has recognized that funds are not unlimited. The achievement of the 
primary objective is possible only by assuring that its construction and resources 
are allocated wisely and economically. 

ITcommend you on that approach to this matter. 

Now, members of the committee—— 

Mr. Brooxs. I think he has made an excellent statement, also. And 
T want to join with the chairman in especially commending you for 

catching up on your authorizations—in other words, catching up on 
your construction program after we authorized it. 

General Renvz. Yes, sir: I think this committee has assisted greatly 
in that, sir. 

Mr. Brooxs. That is all. 

The Cuatrman. I thank you for the compliment you pay the com- 
mittee by being instrumental in bringing about a closer relation 
between authorization and expenditures. 

Now, members of the committee, the general has been testifying for 
an hour. I know what it is to read a statement for an hour. And we 
are making such rapid progress on this bill, why not let us take a 
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recess until 10 o’clock tomorrow morning, at which time we will take 
up the book? And I think we can all approach it a little bit with a 
clearer mind, if we will come at 10 o’clock tomorrow morning instead 
of 9. We made such wonderful progress on this bill we will finish it 
this week. I ask the committee to take a recess now until 10 o’clock 
tomorrow morning. 

General, you and your staff all come back then. 

General Ren'rz. Yes, sir. 

The Cuamman. Thank you. 

Secretary MacInryre. ‘Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

(Whereupon, at 11 a. m., the committee recessed, to reconvene at 
10 Wednesday, June 4, 1958.) 


Housr or REPRESENTATIVES, 
CoMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, 
Washington, D. C., Thursday, June 5, 1968. 

The committee met at 10 a. m., Hon. Carl Vinson (chairman) 
presiding. 

The CHarrman. Now, let the committee come to order. 

Now, gentlemen—members of the committee, yesterday we had 
the benefit——— 

Mr. Brooks. Is this executive? 

The CuarrMan. No, sir; this is an open session. Yesterday, we 
had the benefit of a very fine briefing. I was deeply impressed. I 
want to thank, again, the Air Force for presenting the facts in such 
a forceful manner. It was very thorough, constructive and beneficial. 
I think we derived a great deal of knowledge, which will help us in 
our consideration of this bill. 

We are starting to read the bill—section 301, page 30. 

The committee will understand that we have to go back to these 

California items and have to go back to the Marine Cor ps and have 
to go back to 1 or 2 items for the Army and 1 or 2 items for the Navy. 
The committee has practically finished consideration of the Army’s 
and Navy’s presentation of the bill. I am hoping that we can get 
this bill considered this week, so next week we can devote our time 
on legislation for the reorganization of the Department of Defense, 
and then take up this bill, and then we have one or two more bills, 
and that should wind up our work. We are all trying to get away 
from here the latter part of July or the first few days in August. 
We have an immense amount of work. 

Mr. Brooxs. Mr. Chairman, there is—I think I ought to mention 
it at this time. Theer is a Reserve bill, where we have been waiting 
on the Defense Department for action, that really ought to be taken 
up. I discussed it with the Chair. I hope that the Defense Depart- 
ment is ready, so that it can be taken up. 

The Carman. Yes, I think that item should be incorporated. 

Mr. Brooxs. It is in reference to term contracts. 

The Cuatrrman. Oh, yes. That is highly important, in reference 
to what is known as Reserve obligations upon a term contract basis. 
We must do something about that this session. 

Mrs. St. George is the first minority member in here and when she 
came in I called the committee to order. So she will have the privi- 
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lege of representing the minority as the ranking member today. That 
was a fine speech you made there yesterday, too. We all want to be 
there at 11 o’clock to approve the amendment. 

Mr. Kelleher, read section 301. 

Mr. Kevieuer. Yes, sir. 

Sec. 301. The Secretary of the Air Force may establish or develop military 
installations and facilities by acquiring, constructing, converting, rehabilitating, 
or installing permanent or temporary public works, including site preparation, 
appurtenances, utilities, and equipment, for the following projects: Inside the 
United States. Air Defense Command. 

General Rentz. The first Zone of Interior major command to be 
reviewed is the Air Defense Command. The mission of this command 
is to provide for the air defense of the continental United States. 

This program contains a request for $66,828,000 and provides operat- 
ing facilities at 17 locations. 

Included within the total of $66,828,000 is an amount of $30,881,000 
to provide facilities in support of Strategic Air Command heavy 
bomber and/or tanker squadrons at 9 locations, an amount of $842,000 
to provide support facilities for SAGE at 2 locations, and an amount 
of $520,000 to provide support facilities for Military Air Transport 
Command at 1 location. 

The remainder of the Air Defense Command program, totaling 
$34,585,000, provides facilities required to support the basic mission. 

Facilities in support of the Air Defense Command are also included 
in the Air Research and Development Command for $1,012,000, the 
Air Training Command for $2,125,000, the Military Air Transport 
Service for $222,000, the Strategic Air Command for $7,151,000, and 
the Tactical Air Command for $2,596,000. 

Mr. Kettener. The first installation is Duluth Municipal Airport, 
Duluth, Minn. 

General Renvrz. The first base to be considered is Duluth Municipal 
Airport which is located approximately 4 miles northeast of the city 
of Duluth, Minn. The planned use of Duluth Municipal Airport is 
for an Air Defense Command fighter mission, an air defense sector 
headquarters, and a Strategic Air Command mission. The program 
being requested amounts to $2,649,000 which is composed of the follow- 
ing items. 

An auto maintenance shop of 15,935 square feet. The requirement 
for an automotive maintenance shop at Duluth is 19,835 square feet. 
Against this requirement only 3,900 square feet of auto maintenance 
shop exists and the facility being requested is necessary to meet the 
minimum need. 

The next item requested is a refueling vehicle shop of 2,116 square 
feet. This shop is required for maintenance and repair on aircraft 
refueling vehicles. There is no existing facility at Duluth for this 
function and necessary maintenance is now being performed on the 
outside. In view of the severe climate at Duluth this is considered 
a serious deficiency. 

The next item will provide a dormitory for 400 men. At Duluth, 
dormitories are required for 1,524 men. There are 860 spaces existing 
and under construction. The 400 being requested here, although reliev- 
ing the extremely crowded conditions, will still leave a deficiency 
at Duluth for programing in future military construction programs. 
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The next item is an airman dining hall for 800 men. The require- 
ment, if for a dining hall, is 1,524 men. They have existing only 650 
spaces and this request is necessary to fulfill the minimum airmen 
messing requirement. 

Next is a utility item which will provide necessary utility support 
in the area of the new dormitories and dining hall. Further, this item 
will provide for an addition to the waste disposal and treatment plant 
at Duluth Municipal Airport. 

The next item will permit construction of an additional water stor- 
age tank which is an urgent requirement at Duluth. The first land- 
fee purchase item being requested in this program will provide land 
for siting of the new dormitories, dining hall, and water storage 
tank. The second land-fee purchase item fulfills the runway clear- 
ance zone criteria on both ends of the primary runway. The land- 
clearance easement item provides protection for both ends of the 
primary runway. 

In addition, authorization is requested for the construction of 240 
units of family housing with private capital under the provision of 
title VIII of the National Housing Act. 

The bill also amends Public Law 968/84 to provide an additional 
$167,000 in authorization to cover increased costs on projects approved 
by that law. 

Mr. Kettener. Who testifies? 

General Rentz. Mr. Chairman, at this time I would like to introduce 
General Dryer, who is the Director of Real Property for the Air Force, 
and Colonel Jackson, the head of the programing division. General 
Dryer will carry on through the books and through the bill, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Now, may I aks of you this: Now, under the law 
today the Air Force is broken down by the statute in reference to com- 
mands; isn’t that correct ? 

General Rentz. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarman. Now, is it your intention, if we pass the reorganiza- 
tion bill, with that eliminated, to continue to have Air Defense Com- 
mand—commands somewhat similar to the ones that exist today? You 
have three today: Strategic, Continental Defense, and what is the 
other one? 

General Rentz. Air Defense Command. 

The Cuarman, All right. 

General Renrz. SAC, TAC, and Air Defense Command. 

The CHarrMan. Thatisright. You intend to do that? 

General Rentz. Mr. Chairman, I can’t speak authoritatively on 
that, but at this time I can see of no change that we would have in 
those three commands under the reorganization. 

The Cuatrrman. Under our proposal there is only 1 or 2 lines re- 
lating to the Air Force, which practically gives you carte blanche 
to run your organization just as you see fit to run it. And in your 
bill, you are still following the old thought and concept of the dif- 
ferent commands ? 

General Rentz. Thatis correct, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrmman. I think you should at least carry out that line of 
thought in your new reorganization, and I hope you will, because it 
will aid us a great deal in our work. 
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Allright. Goahead. This is Air Defense Command. 

General Rentz. Yes, sir. 

General Dreyer. Yes, sir. 

The mission of this command is to provide for the air defense of 
the continental United States. 

This program contains a request for $66,828,000 and provides op- 
erating facilities at 17 locations. 

Included within the total of $66,828,000 is an amount of $30,881,000 
to provide facilities in support of Strategic Air Command heavy 
bomber and, or tanker squadrons at 9 locations; an amount of $842,000 
to provide support facilities for SAGE at 2 locations; and an amount 
of $520,000 to provide support facilities for Military Air Transport 
Command at 1 location. 

The remainder of the Air Defense Command program, totaling $34,- 
585,000 provides facilities required to support the basic mission. 

Facilities in support of the Air Defense Command are also in- 
cluded in the Air Research and Development Command for $1,012,000, 
the Air Training Command for $2,125,000, the Military Air Trans- 
port Service for $222,000, the Strategic Air Command for $7,151,000, 
and the Tactical Air Command for $9.596,000. 

The first base to be considered under this command is Duluth 
Municipal Airport. 

The line items—— 

The Cuarman. Now, what page, Mr. Kelleher, is it on ‘ 

Mr. Ketitener. Page 2, Mr. Chairman. 

Colonel Jackson. Page 2 2 of the book, Mr. Chairman, volume 1. 

The Cuatrman. Oh, yes, Duluth Municipal Airport. 

Now, wait 1 minute. You have 17 Air Defense Command stations 
in the bill ? 

General Dryer. Yes, sir. 

The Cuartrman. And the total amount of that is $66 million? All 
of them are for identically the same things. In main principle it is 
the same thing. 

General Drever. The items are similar excepting for the fact, 
sir, that a large portion of this program is for SAC facilities on 
ADC bases. It is almost half of the total program. There, again, 
the items for the support of the SAC mission at those bases are the 
usual type of facilities needed for the support of SAC. 

The Cuarrman. All right. Then let’s briefly see what these items 
are now. 

The one at Duluth is water storage, land-fee purchase—how much 
land do you propose to buy at Duluth? 

Colonel Jackson. Mr. Chairman, the first land item is 28.1 acres. 

The second one is 11.7 acres and the last one is a land easement clear- 
ance of 694 acres. 

Now, the last one, the big one, is a clearance easement for the end 
of the runways, to protect the approach zones. 

The Cuatrman. Now, for the Air Defense Command, how mene 
acres involved in easements, for the whole 16 or 17 bases? How much 
is going to be required for easement fees, the total acreage? 

Colonel Jackson. Mr. Chairman, I am advised that this is the only 
one in the Air Defense Command. 
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‘The Cuamman. This is the only one in Air Defense Command that 
you have to buy land, for easement purposes? 

Colonel Jackson. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. All right. Now, this is for auto maintenance shop, 
shop refueling vehicles, dormitory, dining hall. 

Colonel Jackson. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatraan. All that totals up to $2,649,000. 

Colonel Jackson. That is correct, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Now, how much ‘of the last year’s authorization for 
Duluth has been funded ? 

General Rentz. We can give you that, sir, in just a moment, Mr. 
Chairman. 

The Carman. Mr. Kelleher, you have that? 

Mr. Keviener. Mr. Chairman, one item, a commissary at Duluth, 
for $200,000, was not funded last year. Presumably everything else 
was. 

General Renvz. Is that correct? 

Colonel Epmonps. That is corerct, sir. 

The Crarrman. Isn’t there a provision in the bill that permits a 
transfer from one line item to another line item within a particular 
base ? 

Mr. Ke.iener. There is a provision relating to that matter in this 
bill, as there has been for several years. 

The CuarrMan. Then why couldn’t we take that $200,000 and reduce 
this $200,000 2 

Mr. Kexiener. I don’t know that that should be done. 

The Cuatrman. That would make a reduction of $200,000. 

Mr. Keviener. Mr. Chairman, I think they are funding it this year. 
You see, it just fell out of the program. 

The Cuairman. Are you funding it this year? 

Colonel Epmonps. This is in the proposed 1959 appropriation plan, 
Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Is it top or low in priority ? 

General Renz. Well, it is within the funding plan, Mr. Chairman, 
which means 115 percent of the requested dollars. 

I would also like to mention at this time that when we came before 
this committee last year everything presented to this committee was 
in our financial plan for funding. At that time we were requesting 
$1 billion from the Appropriations Committees. We got $900 mil- 
lion because of the ieontiiodinet of $100 million previously. So, there- 
fore, those items fell out, pir. 

Mr. Kettenser. And that item, of course, Mr. Chairman, is author- 
ized and in the law today. 

The Cuairman. Mrs. St. George, have you any questions ? 

Mrs. St. Grorce. No questions, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuatrman. Any other members of the committee, any ques- 
tions ¢ 

Mr. Kivpay. Mr. Chairman, last year didn’t we get the public works 
bill out after the appropriation? Wasn’t that the situation ? 

Mr. Ketiener. It was close in time. 

The CuatrmMan. Not this year. 

Mr. Keiirner. I believe we were before them, but they may have 
held up so we would be. 
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Mr. Kinpay. My recollection in the conference was we ran into the 
difficulty that the Senate didn’t want to authorize anything that the 
appropriations hadn’t been made for and there was a question as to 
changing priorities and so on. I believe we came behind them last 
year. 

: Mr. Keitiener. Some things failed to be funded on that basis last 
year, that is correct, Mr. Kilday. 

Mr. Kitpay. There was a difficulty at the time. 

Mr. Ketieuer. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Without objection, Duluth item is approved. 

Now, the next one is Ethan Allen Air Force Base. 

Colonel Jackson. Yes,sir. That ison page 13. 

The Cuarrman. Page 13. 

General Dreyer. The next base to be considered is Ethan Allen 
Air Force Base, located approximately 2 miles east northeast of 
Winooski, Vt. The planned use for this base is for an Air Defense 
Command fighter mission and a Strategic Air Command mission. 
The program being requested at Ethan Allen totals $990,000 and in- 
volves a request for modification of 646 airmen dormitory spaces. 
This request will provide for cubicles within existing pre-World War 
II permanent dormitories which were constructed with large open 
bays. Specifically, this project will provide a measure of privacy 
for the individual airman and will modernize the existing outdated 
latrine facilities. 

Colonel Jackson. We have a total request there, Mr. Chairman, of 
$990,000. It involves one item, airmen dormitories. Actually, this 
isa modification project. It is to cubiclize existing permanent dorma- 
tories at Ethan Allen. 

The CuatrMan. $990,000. 

Colonel Jackson. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. How much did we authorize last year, and was 
everything funded at Ethan Allen last year? 

Colonel Epmonps. We have no holdover item. 

Mr. Keiener. Everything was funded, Mr. Chairman, according 
to my record. 

The Cuatrman. Mrs. St. George, any questions? 

Mrs. Sr. George. No. 

The Cuarrman. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Now, the next one is Glasgow Air Force Base, Glasgow, Mont. 

Colonel Jackson. The next base to be considered is Glasgow Air 
Force Base, located approximately 18 miles north of the city of 
Glasgow, Mont. The planned use for this base is for an Air Defense 
Command fighter mission and a Strategic Air Command bomber 
mission. The total program being requested for Glasgow amounts to 
$10,749,000. 

The majority of the items contained in this request consists of a 
second increment of facilities required for the Strategic Air Command 
mission at Glasgow Air Force Base which was initiated through the 
fiscal year 1958 supplemental construction program. 

All items for support of the Strategic Air Command mission are 
deficiencies and there are no facilities existing which can be utilized 
for the functions involved. Strategic Air Command facilities in this 
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category include: Jet blast deflectors, an addition to the base com- 
munications building, crash fire station, squadron operations build- 
ings, a ready alert crew building, an aircraft maintenance shop, an 
armament and electronic shop, a parachute and dinghy shop, storage 
for demineralized water to seovidh aircraft takeoff assist for B-52’s 
and KC-135’s, an ordnance storage facility, additional base warehouse- 
ing, a security facility and necessary utilities, and land to support the 
requested Strategic Air Command facilities. 

The remainder of the items making up the program requested at 
Glasgow consist of items required either solely by the Air Defense 
Command or items which will be used jointly by the Air Defense 
Command and Strategic Air Command. These facilities include an 
addition to the automotive maintenance shop, a ground powered 
equipment shop, an ammunition storage magazine, a 50-bed hospital, 
an educational wing for a chapel, and a commissary. 

In addition authorization is requested for the construction of 460 
units of family housing with private capital under the provision of 
title VIII of the National Housing Act. 

The bill also amends Public Law 85-241 to provide an additional 
$342,000 in authorization to cover increased costs on projects approved 
by that law. 

Colonel Jackson. That is on page 15, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHarrman. Now, what have I this green mark on my book for, 
Mr. Kelleher ? 

Mr. Kewiener. For Glasgow, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Oh, yes. That reduces it. 

Mr. Ke.iener. Yes, sir. [Laughter.] 

The CuHarrman. That is right. Reduce that $100,000. Let’s see 
which item it is. 

Mr. Kewiener. $90,000, Mr. Chairman. It is a chapel educational 
wing. Your reason for it was there are other facilities at Glasgow 
that can be used for this purpose. It is not in your opinion an urgent 
item. 

The CuHarrman. Do you share that same opinion, General? 

General Rentz. No, sir, I do not share that opinion, Mr. Chairman. 
I think it is a very worthy item. But I will say this, that the amount 
of money tied to this educational wing will not fulfill our requirement 
there. We would have to add to it in the 1960 program. 

The CHatrman. Well, do you think we can at least—recognizing 
the fact that you have a vigorous protest, do you think we would be 
warranted in exercising good business economy to agree to $10,659,000, 
instead of $10,749,000 ? 

General Rentz. Mr. Chairman, I would say it will not affect our 
operational capability. 

The Cuarrman. Mrs. St. George? 

Mr. Brooxs. What is this, General—Mr. Chairman? What is this, 
General, that you eliminated ? 

General Rentz. Chapel educational wing. 

Mr. Brooks. Is it the church itself ? 

General Rentz. No, sir, it is an additional to a chapel that is used 
for Sunday School and for Boy Scouts and Girl Scouts, religious 
instruction and so forth. 
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Again, the only reason I say that, Mr. Chairman, is because we 
would have to come back in 1960 and put an addition on this educa- 
tional wing to take care of the base at this projected strength. I 
think, even though it is a worthy item, we could build all at one 
time in 1960. 

The CuarrMan. All right. 

Mr. Gavin. Where does it appear ? 

Colonel Jackson. Page 16, Mr. Gavin, volume 1. 

The Cuatrman. Page 15 

Mr. Ketzrner. A little bit below the middle. 

The Cuairman. Right in the middle, under the word “Secret.” 

Mr. Gavin. I see. 

The CHarrman. You will find that all broken down and in ex- 
amining it, Mr. Kelleher—we discussed it and from the facts we 
concluded that we would be warranted in saving the item for chapel 
educational wing, $355,000. 

Mr. Ketrener. $90,000. 

The CHarrmMaNn. $90,000. 

Mr. Keriener. Right. 

Mr. Chairman, I might point out that this at Glasgow is the first of 
seven hospitals in the Air Force portion of the bill. 

The CHarrman. All-right. How much are we spending on the 
hospitals ? 

Colonel Jackson. There is about $16 million in this bill all told, 
Mr. Chairman, for hospitals. 

The CHarmMan. Iam talking about at Glasgow. 

General Dreyer. $2,157,000. 

Colonel Jackson. That is correct. 

Mr. KetieHer. About half way down on the second page. 

The Cuarrman. Yes, $2,157,000. 

Then how many more hospitals are we going to build. 

General Rentz. There are seven in the total program, Mr. Chair- 
man. 

The CuarrmMan. Are they permanent type construction ? 

General Rentz. Yes, sir, permanent type. 

They are at bases that do not have medical facilities at this time. 
There are no replacement hospitals in the program, These are all 
new requirements. 

The Cuarrman. And all hospitals meet all the medical standards 
and requirements and have been cleared through the medicine bureaus ? 

General Rentz. That is correct. They have been given very close 
scrutiny by the Secretary of Defense’s office and by the Bureau of the 
Budget, and they met the standards established by those two agencies. 

The CHatrman. What other places in through the bill are you 
building hospitals at? 

Colonel Jackson. Mr. Chairman, I can give you a rundown on that. 
At Beale Air Force Base 

The CHarrman. Where is that‘ 

Colonel Jackson. That is in California. 

The Cuatrman. All right. 

Colonel Jackson. And Glasgow, which you are considering right 
now, Grand Forks Air Force Base in North Dakota, K. I. Sawyer 
Air Force Base in Michigan, Kinross Air Force Base in Michigan, 
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Wurtsmith Air Force Base in Michigan, and R. I. Bong Air Force 
Base in Wisconsin. 

The CuHarrman. At each one of these bases, what would be the 
average complement of the base? Approximately how many people ¢ 

Colonel Jackson. Around 2,500, Mr. Chairman. 

The CuairmMan. 2,500 at each base? 

Colonel Jackson. Yes, sir. 

The CuHatmrman. Now, how many bed hospital are you providing 
there? 

Colonel Jackson. These are 50-bed hospitals. 

The Cuairman. Allright. 

Any questions on Glasgow ¢ 

Mr. Bray. Mr. Chairman, I would like to inquire. 

The CHarmmMan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bray. How close is that to any other Army, Navy, or Air 
hospital 

Colonel Jackson. Which one is that ? 

Mr. Bray. The one we are talking about. 

Mr. Keiiener. Glasgow. 

Mr. Bray. Glasgow. 

Colonel Jackson. It is 20 miles from the closest civilian hospital. 
It is 274 miles to the closest military hospital. 

Mr. Bray. That is what I wanted to Saat military hospitals. 

Colonel Jackson. And it is 160 miles to the closest VA hospital. 

The Cuatrman. Now, we reduce this item down to $10,659,000, 
leaving out the chapel. 

Without objection, we approve it for $10,659,000. 

Mr. Ke.iener. Two items last year not funded, Mr. Chairman. A 
wash rack for $182,000 and a headquarters squadron building fo 
$134,000. 

The Cuamman. Well, you don’t think we would be on sound grounds 
to make further reduction, in trying to make them swap that money. 
Let it stand like it is. 

Read the next one: Grand Forks. 

Colonel Jackson. That is on page 46, Mr. Chairman. 

Grand Forks Air Force Base is the next location to be considered. 
This base is located approximately 14 miles west of the city of Grand 
Forks, N. Dak. The planned use of this base is for an Air Defense 
Command fighter mission and a Strategic Air Command bomber mis- 
sion. It is also intended to be used as an Air Defense sector head- 
quarters. The program being requested at Grand Forks amounts to 
$4,176,000, consisting of the following items: 

The first item is an addition to the automotive maintenance shop. 
The total requirement for an automotive maintenance shop at Grand 
Forks is 30,000 square feet. 11,536 square feet is currently under con- 
struction. This request will provide an additional 8,400 square feet 
and will meet approximately two-thirds of the requirement for this 
function. 

The next item is a ground powered equipment shop for the Air De- 
fense Command unit. Nothing exists at Grand Forks for this func- 
tion which involves the maintenance and repair of approximately 124 
pieces of ground powered equipment. 

The next item is an installations engineer pavements and grounds 
facility. This building is required for the maintenance of heavy 











equipment, for tool cribs, and for equipment inspection and servicing. 
Nothing exists at Grand Forks which will accommodate this activity. 

The next item is an installations engineer covered storage building. 
The total requirement at Grand Forks for this activ ity is 13 080 square 
feet. Only 2,048 square feet exists. This request will provide another 
5,000 square feet and will bring the base up to a little over half of their 
eventual requirement. This facility i is required for storage of lumber, 
electrical, plumbing, and sheet metal supplies. 

The next item is “Storage for jet fuel.” The total requirement for 
this facility is 88,310 barrels. The present construction is 41,590 bar- 
rels. This request for 25,000 barrels will bring them up to approxi- 
mately three-fourths of their requirement. 

The next item is a 50-bed hospital. There is no existing medical 
facility at the airbase, and it is 14 miles to the city of Grand Forks, 
where the nearest civilian medical facility is available. This is un- 
satisfactory, particularly in consideration of the extreme climatic 
conditions and hazardous road conditions in the wintertime. 

The next item will provide 400 airmen dormitory spaces. The total 
requirement for Grand Forks is 2,017 spaces. There are 266 existing 
permanent spaces, and under construction 1,332 spaces, leaving a defi- 
ciency of 419 spaces. This request will substantially fulfill the re- 
quirement. Since Grand Forks is a new base, there are no substandard 
dormitory facilities existing at this location. 

The next item is a chapel with an educational wing. This project 
will provide for the expansion of an existing 150-seat chapel to 300 
seats, and it will also provide for an adjac ent educational wing. . At 
Grand Forks, the chapel perenne is 600 seats. This request will 
satisfy one-half of the religious-facility requirement. 

The next item is a commissary store. There is no facility existing 
at Grand Forks which can be used as a commissary. Grand Forks is 
located in a severe climatic — and the nearest store to the families 
living on the base is 14 miles away, in the city of Grand Forks. With- 
out this commissary, it will ox wivomaly difficult for families to do 
their marketing. 

The last item in this program will provide utilities to support the 
new facilities in this request. 

In addition, authorization is requested for the construction of 744 
units of family housing with private capital under the provisions of 
title VIII of the National Housing Act. 

The bill also amends Public Law 85-241 to provide an additional 
$997,000 in authorization to cover increased costs on projects approved 
by that law. 

Colonel Jackson. The total authorization we are requesting is 
$4,176,000. 

The CHarrmMan. Let me get the page. 

Colonel Jackson. The major items here, again, is a hospital, which 
we discussed just a moment ago, and airmen dormitories. 

The CuatrMan. Forty-six. 

Mr. Krrentn. Also, a chanel and educational wing in that ? 

The CuHatmman. Hospital. These hospitals are all set up at 
$2.010,000. 

Colonel Jackson. In that neighborhood, Mr. Chairman. They will 

vary slightly because of difference in location. 
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The Cuatrman. Mrs. St. George ? 

Mrs. Sr. Georce. No, Mr, Chairman, except I do know, personally, 
that this hospital is very badly needed. 

Colonel Jackson. We are 

The Cuairman. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Mr. Kircnin. Mr. Chairman, may I ask one question ? 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Kitchin 

Mr. Krrour. Is there any reason why the chapel and the educa- 
tional wing have more priority than we disapproved before, $191,000 
for the chapel and educational wing? 

Colonel Jackson. Mr, Kitchin, this is a chapel with educational 
wing, and this provides for not only the educational wing but for the 
expansion of the existing chapel. ‘Therefore, we feel this item is of a 
higher priority because it is large enough to do the eventual job, 
whereas the one we were discussing briefly, as General Rentz pointed 
out, would require addition in subsequent programs. 

The Cuarrman. Let’s see—— 

Mr. Gavin. Would require what? 

Colonel Jackson. Addition in a subsequent program. 

The Cuarrman. On how many installations are you providing for 
a chapel and educational wing ? 

General Rentz. We are providing in the total bill seven chapels 
with educational wings. That is, the chapel and the educational wing. 
Also, two educational wings only. 

The Cuarrman. Well, now, you have chapel facilities there today, 
do you not ? 

Colonel Jackson. Yes, sir. At Grand Forks, we have a 150-seat 
chapel now existing. 

The Cuarrman. I am just wondering if the total cost of them will 
not exceed $1 million. 

Colonel Jackson. Not that much. 

The Cuatmrman. All of them will run about the same amount. They 
will run—— 

General Renrz. $1,300,000 for the 7 chapels with the educational 
wings. 

The Cuarrman. How much ? 

General Rentz. One million three. 

The CuatrmMan. One million three. At least, we ought to be con- 
sistent. If you are going to build them one place, we ought to build 
them everywhere. 

Mr. Gavin. That is exactly what I was thinking. 

General Rentz. Yes, sir. I would like to say, at this time, Mr. 
Gavin, that we are building onto the chapel, and at the same time 
putting the educational wing. That is the way we would like to do 
it. We would like to build the chapel complete with the educational 
wing, instead of going back after a chapel has been used for years and 
put an educational wing on it. That is the reason we have seven 
chapels in the program, complete with the educational wing. We con- 
sider the educational wing a necessity at these bases where we build 
new chapels. 

Mr. Gavin. We are not arguing the question as to how you are going 
to build them. We are arguing the question of why delete the one at 
Glasgow and put the one in at Grand Forks. 
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General Rentz. The only reason for deletion of the one at Glasgow, 
Mr. Gavin, is the fact that it did not fulfill the requirement and we 
would have to add to it in the 1960 program. Therefore, we felt as 
though we could go ahead and build the entire educational wing in the 
1960 program. 

The Cuarrman. That is a pretty good explanation. Without objec- 
tion, the item is appr oved. 

Mr. Bray. Mr. C hairman, I would like to ask. On all the hospital 
items, what is the closest Army, Navy, or Air Force hosiptal, either 
general or station hospital, to any of these hospitals you are building? 

Colonel Jackson. Mr. Bray, of the seven hospitals that we are 
requesting, R. I. Bong would be the ee to any military installation. 

Mr. Bray. What did you say? I didn’t catch that. 

Colonel Jackson. Richard I. Bong Air Force Base. 

Mr. Ketieuer. In Wisconsin. 

Colonel Jackson. That is the naval hospital at Great Lakes, which 
is 55 miles away. 

Mr. Bray. Could that take care of your work there, or is that too 
far away ? 

Colonel Jackson. I, personally, consider that that is a pretty long 
distance away to have to go toa hopsital. 

Mr. Bray. I rather think youare right. And all of the rest of them 
are farther away to any military hospitals? 

Coloniel Jackson. Beale is 56 miles from Mather. 

Mr. Bray. From where ? 

Colonel Jackson. From Mather Air Force Base. All the rest of 
them—the closest is 210 miles. One of them, Grand Forks, is 578 
miles to the closest military hospital. 

Mr. Bray. That isall. 

The CuarrMan. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Now, the next one is K. I. Sawyer Municipal Airport. 

Colonel Jackson. Yes,sir. That is on page 58. 

The next location to be considered is K. I. Sawyer Airport, located 
approximately 7 miles north-northeast of Gwinn, Mich, The planned 
use of this base is for an Air Defense Command fighter mission, a 
Strategic Air Command bomber mission and an Air Defense Command 
sector headquarters. The total program being requested amounts 
to $10,673,000. 

The majority of the items contained in this request consist of a 
second increment of facilities for the Strategic Air Command mission 
at K. I, Sawyer Airport which was initiated through the fiscal year 
1958 supplemental construction program. All items in support of 
the Strategic Air Command mission are deficiencies since K. I. Sawyer 
Airport is a new base, originally constructed for the Air Defense 
Command mission, and there are no facilities existing ah can be 
utilized for the Strategic Air Command functions involved. Strategic 
Air Command facilities in this request include jet blast de a ‘tors, an 
addition to the base communications building, a structural fire station, 
squadron oper ations buildings, a ready alert crew building, an aircraft 
maintenance shop, an armament and electronics shop, a parachute and 
dinghy shop, storage for demineralized water for B-52 and KC-135 

takeoff assist, an ordnance storage facility, w arehousing, and necessary 
utilities to support the Strategic Air (¢ ‘ommand items in this request. 
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The remaining items making up this program at K. I. Sawyer Air- 
port consist of items requested either solely by the Air Defense Com- 
mand or items which will be used jointly by the Air Defense Command 
and Strategic Air Command. Facilities in this category include an 
addition to the automotive maintenance shop, heated storage for emer- 
gency-type vehicles, a refuel vehicle shop, installations engineer facili- 
ties, an open parking area for refuel vehicles, a 50-bed hospital, an 
Air Defense Command squadron headquarters and airmen dormitories. 

With reference to the hospital, there are no existing hospital facili- 
ties at K. I. Sawyer Airport and the nearest military medical facility 
is at the Great Lakes Naval Air Station, over 600 miles distant. 

Regarding the dormitory requirement, K. I. Sawyer has a housing 
requirement for 2,302 airmen. They have housing existing or under 
construction for 1,600 men, leaving a deficiency of 702, The request 
in this program is for 400, which will still leave the base approximately 
300 spaces for requesting in future programs. 

In addition authorization is requested for the construction of 935 
units of family housing with private capital under the provision of 
title VIII of the National Housing Act. 

We are requesting a total program here of $10,673,000. 

I might mention, Mr. Chairman, this is the second increment of 
facilities for the SAC dispersal mission which this committee granted 
us authorization for through the fiscal year 1958 supplement back last 
February. 

The CHatrman. Where does it get its name, K. I. Sawyer? Is that 
from Dr. Sawyer who used to be here under President Harding? 
There was a Dr. Sawyer here when President Harding was here. 

Colonel Jackson. Mr. Chairman, we do not have that information 
with us. We could supply it for the record, if you would like. 

The CuatrMan. Let’s see what these items are. Read them off 
briefly there. 

Colonel Jackson. You want me to read each one, Mr. Chairman, or 
the major items ? 

The CHatrMan. Read them off and let’s see what they are. 

Colonel Jackson. Deflector jet blast is the first item. 

The Cuarrman. Communications. 

Colonel Jackson. Base communications building is the next item. 

A structural fire station is the next. Sqoadron operations building; 
a ready crew building, which is part of the SAC alert concept; a 
squad ops and target intelligence building; an aircraft maintenance 
shop; an auto maintenance shop; heated storage; refuel vehicle shop ; 
armament electronics shop: a parachute and dinghy shop; an in- 
stallation engineering pavement and ground facility; an installation 
engineer maintenance shop; an installation engineer covered storage ; 
storage base demineralized water; the ordnance storage facility; base 
warehouse; refueling vehicle storage, open storage; a hospital, 50-bed 
hospital, headquarters squadron; airmen domitory; utilities; heating 
plant; sanitary sewerage treatment and disposal; water supply stor- 
age; and water supply. 

The Cuatrman. Now, I see you only have 160 acres in fee there, 
and that you are leasing 3,620 acres. 

Colonel Jackson. Yes, sir. 











The Cuarmman. Now, can you advise the committee if you contem- 
plate building any of these installations on leased lands! 

Colonel Jackson. Colone] Payne—— 

Colonel Payne. Yes,sir. However 

The Cuatrman. How many acres of leased land is going to be 
built on by permanent construction ? 

Colonel Payne. I can’t give you the exact acreage, sir, that will be 
utilized that is under lease. _ 

The CHarrman. It is the policy of the committee not to build per- 
manent buildings on leased lands. 

Colonel Payne. However, sir, the lease that we have runs until the 
year 2054 at $1 per annum. 

The Cuarmman. Thatisallright. [Laughter. | 

Without objection, the item is approved. 

The next is the Kingsley Field. 

Colonel Jackson. Kingsley Field, Mr. Chairman, and that is on 
page 88. 

The next location to be considered is Kingsley Field which is 
located approximately five miles southeast of Klamath Falls, Oreg. 
The mission of this base is for an Air Defense Command fighter unit. 
The total program being requested at Kingsley Field amounts to 
$229,000. It consists of two items. 

The first item will provide a commissary store. Since Kingsley 
Field is a new installation, there is no facility existing which could 
be used as a commissary. The nearest commercial ms arket is located 
some 5 miles distant, in the city of Klamath Falls. 

The second item will provide an addition to the existing heating 
plant by adding one 350-horsepower boiler. 

The program we are requesting here totals $229,000 and consists of 
two items: a commisary store and a heating plant. 

The Cuarrman. Now, let’s see. You have 7 officers and 82 men and 
77 civilians. 

You have 51 acres and you lease 195 acres. 

And this is an Air Defense Command, of that small size? Now, 
this is Air Defense Command. 

Colonel Jackson. You, Mr. Chairman, I believe are looking at the 
present strength. You see, this is a new installation and it doesn’t 
se all the people there yet that will eventually go in there. The 
projected strength—I am advised that the figure we have of 2,831 is 
inerror. It should be 1,491, for the projected strength. 

The Cuarrman. You only contemplate to spend $12,398,000 there 
over a period of years? 

Colonel Jackson. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. How many squadrons are going to be here / 

Colonel Jackson. Just one, sir, a fighter interceptor squadron. 

The Cuarmman. All right, without objection the item is approved. 

The next is 

Colonel Jackson. Kinross Air Force Base. 

The Cuarrman. Kinross. 

Colonel Jackson. The next location is Kinross Air Force Base, 
located approximately 3 miles southeast of Kinross, Mich. The 
planned use of this base is for an Air Defense Command fighter 
mission and a Strategic Air Command bomber mission. The total 
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program being requested for Kinross totals $9,948,000. The majority 
of the items contained in this request consist of a second increment of 
facilities required by the Strategic Air Command mission at Kinross, 
which was initiated through the fiscal year 1958 supplemental con- 
struction program. Al] items in support of the Strategic Air Com- 
mand mission are definciencies, and there are no facilities existing 
which can be utilized for the Strategic Air Command functions 
involved. 

Strategic Air Command facilities in this category include an addi- 
tion to the base communications building, a 4-stall crash fire station, 
squadron operations buildings, a ready alert crew building, a control 
tower, an aircraft maintenance shop, an armament and electronic 
shop, a parachute and dinghy shop, storage for demineralized water 
for takeoff assist of the B—52 and KC-135, an ordnance storage facility, 
a warehouse and utilities necessary to support the requested Strategic 
Air Command facilities. 

The remainder of the items making up this program at Kinross 
consist of items required solely by Air Defense Command or which 
will be used jointly by Air Defense Command and Strategic Air Com- 
mand. These facilities include an addition to the automotive main- 
tenance shop, heated storage for emergency vehicles, a shop for air- 
craft refueling vehicles, an installations engineer storage shed and a 
50-bed hospital. 

Regarding the hospital, there is no medical facility existing at Kin- 
ross and the nearest military medical service is at Selfridge Air Force 
Base 300 miles distant by air. 

In addition, authorization is requested for the construction of 475 
units of family housing with private capital under the provision of 
title VIII of the National Housing Act. 

Mr. Chairman, that is on page 91. 

Now, we are requesting a total program here of $9,948,000. This 
is very similar to the K. I. Sawyer program. This is a second in- 
crement of SAC dispersal facilities, to go along with the authoriza- 
tion that you gave us through the 1958 supplement. 

Now, the major items in this program is a ready crew building, 
which is part of the SAC alert facilities; an aircraft maintenance 
shop; an ordnance storage facility; a 50-bed hospital; and a water 
storage item. 

The Cratrman,. All right. 

Any questions, Mrs. St. George? 

Mrs. St. Grorer. No questions. 

The Cuatrman. Without objection, the item is agreed to. 

The next is “McChord Air Force Base, Wash.” 

Colonel Jackson. McChord Air Force Base is the next location to 
be considered and it is located approximately 1 mile south of the city 
of Tacoma, Wash. The planned use of this base is for an Air De- 
fense Command fighter unit, an Air Defense Command sector head- 
quarters and a Strategic Air Command tanker mission. The total 
program being requested at McChord totals $935,000. It involves 
three items as follows: 

The first item will provide approach lights on each end of the in- 
strument runway. At present, only 1,000 feet of substandard lights 
exist on one end of the runway. 


—— 
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The next item is a ready-alert crew building which will accom- 
modate Strategic Air Command crews on 24-hour alert duty. 

The next item will provide utilities to support the Strategic Air 
Command alert area. 

In addition authorization is requested for the construction of 1,000 
units of family housing with private capital under the provision of 
title VIII of the National Housing Act. 

We are requesting here $935,000 in authorization, and it involves 
3 items. 

The major item is a ready crew facility for the SAC tanker mission, 
which will be going into this base. 

The Cuatrman. Lighting approach, ready crew and utilities. That 
item is $935,000. 

Any questions ? 

(No response. ) 

The Cuatrman. Without objection, the item is agreed to. 

Colonel Jackson. Minot Air Force Base, on page 120. 

The next location to be considered is Minot Air Force Base which 
is located at approximately 11 miles north of the city of Minot, N. Dak. 
The planned use of this base is for an Air Defense Command fighter 
unit, and Air Defense Command sector headquarters and Strategic 
Air Command bomber mission. The total program being requested 
amounts to $2,721, 000°and consists of the following items: 

The first item is an addition to the auto maintenance shop. The 
requirement at Minot for this facility is 30,000 square feet in order 
to maintain the approximately 400 vehicles. There is 11,300 square 
feet. under construction and the 8,400 square feet requested in this 
program will fulfill approximately two-thirds of the requirement. 

The next item is a ground powered equipment shop which is re- 
quired for the maintenance and repair of approximately 124 pieces of 
equipment. Nothing exists at Minot for this activity, and the re- 
quested 4,297 square feet will fulfill approximately two-thirds of 
the requirement. 

The next two items are an installations engineer pavement and 
grounds facility and a storage facility. The pavement and grounds 
facility i is required for the maintenance of heavy equipment, ‘and the 
storage facility is required for storing lumber, plumbing and electrical 
supplies. Only 2,000 square feet is available at Minot for both of 
these facilities against a requirement of 17,552 square feet. The re- 
quested facilities “will fulfill a little over half the requirement. 

The next item will provide storage for jet aircraft fuel. The 
requirement is for 72,192 barrels, against which only 50,230 barrels 
exist. The requested 20,000 barrels will substantially fill the 
requirement. 

The next items, that is, a wing headquarters and air division head- 
quarters building will provide administrative space for the SAGE 
sector headquarters and the air division headquarters respectively ; 104 
administrative-type personnel will work in the wing headquarters 
building and 71 personnel will work in the air division headquarters 
building. Nothing exists at Minot to satisfy this requirement. 

The next item will provide 400 dormitory spaces. At Minot the 
requirement is 2,074 spaces. There are existing, or under construc- 
tion, 1,532 spaces and the requested 400 will satisfy the remaining 
deficiency. Nosubstandard dorms exist at Minot. 
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The next item will provide an officers quarters for 32 officers. The 
requirement is for 93 men. ‘There are 50 spaces existing and under 
construction, and there will be a small deficiency after the construc- 
tion of the 32 spaces in this request. 

The next item provides a 150-seat addition to an existing 150-seat 
se Since the requirement is for 450 seats, Minot will be deficient 
by 150 seats for satisfying future programs. 

The next item will provide utility support for the items in this 
program. 

The last item will provide for the construction of an additional 
500,000-gallon elevated water storage tank to partially satisfy the 
water defici iency at Minot. 

In addition, authorization is requested for construction of 932 
units of family housing with private capital under the provisions 
of title VIII of the National Housing Act. 

The bill also amends Public Law 85-241 to provide an additional 
$1,703,000 and Public Law 85-325 to provide an additional $612,000 
in authorization to correct increased costs on projects approved by 
those laws. 

Now, we are requesting here $2,721,000 in authorization. 

The major items there are airmen dormitories and an officers’ 
quarters. 

The Cuarrman. Any questions? 

Mr. Ketitener. Three items not funded from last year, Mr. Chair- 
man, in the amount of $10,000, $60,000, and $250,000. 

The Cuarrman. Well, they will probably pick them up this year. 
Wecan’t charge them off for that. 

Without objec tion, the item is approved. 

Colonel Jackson. ‘Otis Air Force Base, Mr. Chairman, on page 134. 

The next location is Otis Air Force Base which is located approxi- 
mately 7 miles north-northeast of Falmouth, Mass. The planned use 
of this base is for an air defense fighter mission, an air defense and 
a strategic missile unit, and a Strategic Air Command tanker mission. 
The program being requested totals $3,689,000 and consists of the 
following items: 

The first item is a squadron operations building which will provide 
facilities for headquarters operations function of the Strategic Air 
Command tanker unit at Otis. There are no existing facilities which 
can be used to fill this requirement. 

The second item is a ready alert crew building which will accom- 
modate Strategic Air Command crews on 24-hour alert. This is a 
specialized facility and nothing exists to satisfy the requirement. 

The next item is an aircraft engine inspection and repair shop. At 
Otis the total requirement is 30, 600 square feet. There is existing only 
18,507 square feet. The 12,030 square feet requested here will fill the 
deficiency. 

The next item is an aircraft organizational maintenance shop which 
will provide space for parts bins, tool cribs, locker rooms, and so forth, 
for crews maintaining Strategic Air Command aircraft. 

The next item is an airman ‘dormitory. At Otis all existing dormi- 
tories were constructed during World War IT and have sev erely deteri- 
orated. The requirement at Otis is for 3,560 spaces. There are 1,400 
permanent type dormitories under construction. The 800 requested 
in this program will still leave a 1,300-man deficiency and will result 
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in approximately one-third of the airman strength being still housed 
in substandard dormitories. 

The next item will provide utility support for the new items in this 
program. The last item will construct an addition to the existing 
heating plant and will provide another 1,000 horsepower capability 
to the existing 2,000 horsepower plant. This will fill the requirement. 

The bill also amends Public Laws 84-161, 84-968, and 85-241 to 
provide an additional $446,000, $1,764,000, and $56,000, eT, 
in authorization to correct increased costs on projects approved by 
those laws. 

We are requesting a total program here of $3,689,000. 

The major items involved in this request are a ready crew facility 
for SAC, an airman dormitory, and a heating plant. 

The Coarrman. Any questions, Mrs. St. George ! 

Mrs. Str. Grorce. No. 

The CuairMan. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Mr. Gavin. Any questions, Mr, Bates, from mapeecrucelisl 

The Cuatmrman. No. You weren’t here when this committee started 
off this morning. And I respectfully requested Mrs. St. George to 
help me start this hearing. 

And I trust Mrs. St. George will be here promptly every morning. 
[ Laughter. | 

If she is here, she is going to get this seat, because we two do business. 

Now, the next one—go ahead. 

Colonel Jackson. The next one is Oxnard Air Force Base, Mr. 
Chairman, on page 143. 

Oxnard Air Force Base is located approximately 2 miles west of 
Camarillo, Calif. The planned use of this base is for an Air Defense 
Command fighter unit. The program being requested at Oxnard in- 
volves one item amounting to $122,000. This item is an addition to the 
base dispensary, of approximately 4,200 square feet. This addition 
will provide a resultant facility which will include a 10-bed ward, two 
isolation rooms, a diet kitchen, nurses’ station, doctors’ offices, ex- 
amining rooms, pharmacy, laboratory, etc. 

In addition, authorization is requested for construction of 315 units 
of family housing with private capital under the provisions of title 
VIII of the National Housing Act as amended. 

We are requesting here an authorization for $122,000, which con- 
sists of one item, and that isa dispensary addition. 

The CHarrman. That is just for one item? 

Colonel Jackson. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. A fighter interceptor squadron ? 

Colonel Jackson. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. What is that ? 

Colonel Jackson. Sir? 

The Cuarrman. What is that? 

Colonel Jackson. A fighter interceptor squadron ? 

The CuatrmMan. Yes. 

Colonel Jackson. That is a squadron, of course, of the Air De- 
fense Command which is provided—— 

The Cuatrman. I know what a fighter interceptor squadron is. I 
see. 

Colonel Jackson. That is the mission. 
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The Cuairman. Without objection, the item is approved. That is 
the military mission. 

Solonel Jackson. Yes, sir. 

The next base, Mr. Chairman, is Richards-Gebaur, on page 145. 

Mr. Ketiener. It used to be Grandview. 

The CHairman. When did we establish this base ? 

Mr. Kevtiener. It was Grandview originally. 

Colonel Jackson. The next location to be considered is Richards- 
Gebaur Air Force Base located approximately 1 mile north-northwest 
of Belton, Mo. The planned use of this base is for an Air Defense 
Command fighter unit, an Air Defense sector headquarters and an Air 
division he: adqui urters. The total program being requested amounts to 
$2,799,000. It includes the following items: 

The first item will provide shelter for a ready aircraft. The re- 
quirement is to cover all fighter aircraft. This facility, along with the 
eixsting alert hangar and the organizational and field maintenance 
hangars will provide cover on a very minimum austere basis. 

The next item is an addition to the automotive maintenance shop. 
The requirement at Richards-Gebaur is 23,400 square feet for approxi- 
mately 300 vehicles. There is existing only 8,592 square feet and the 
7,500 square feet in this request will fill only two-thirds of the 
requirement. 

The next item is a ground powered equipment shop for the main- 
tenance of approximately 124 pieces of equipment. Without this 
facility the operation must continue to be performed either in the open 
or crowded into existing hangar space which is highly unsatisfactory. 

The next item will provide ‘for the stor age of Air Defense Command 
ammunition, 

The next item will provide administrative space for the 20th Air 
Division. This function is currently being performed in an existing 
dormitory space which is urgently needed for its originally intended 
use. 

The last item will provide for the purchase of land for the siting 
of the Air Defense Command ammunition area. 

In addition, authorization is requested for construction of 610 units 
of family housing with private capital under the provisions of title 
VIII of the National Housing Act as amended. 

This bill also amends Public Law 85-241 to provide an additional 
$248,000 in authorization to correct increased costs on projects ap- 
proved by that law. 

The name was changed on the 27th of April 1957. It was named 
in honor of two Air Force men from the Kansas City area who made 
distinguished combat records in the service of their country. These 
men were Lieutenant Richards and Lieutenant Colonel Gebaur. 

The CnatrmMan. I was trying to figure. It was in the early days 

Colonel Jackson. I have a little more on it, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuatrman. Give a little—— 

Colonel Jackson. Lt. John F. Richards, II, was killed in France 
during World War I, in 1918. He was awarded a Silver Star with 
one Oak Leaf Cluster. Lieutenant Richards was the first Air Force 
man from the Kansas City area to be killed in World War I 

Lt. Col. Arthur W. Gebaur made a distinguished record in World 
War IT and in Korea. He was awarded the Distinguished Service 
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Cross, the Distinguished Flying Cross, and the Air Medal with four 
Oak Leaf Clusters. Lieutenant Colonel Gebaur was killed in Korea. 

The Cuamman. Without objection, the item is approved and 
approved under the new name. 

Now, the next 

Colonel Jackson. Selfridge Air Force Base, Mr. Chairman, on page 
152. 

The next location to be considered is Selfridge Air Force Base, 
located approximately 3 miles northeast of Mount Clemens, Mic ‘h. 
The planned use of this base is for an Air Defense Command fighter 
mission and a Strategic Air Command tanker mission. The total 
program being requested amounts to $3,579,000 and consists of the 
following items: 

The first item will strengthen, by means of an overlay, a portion of 
the existing operational apron to the fighter interceptor mission. The 
existing apron is spalling and disintegra ating causing severe jet-engine 
damage. 

The next item will provide a liquid fuel pipeline from the base 
POL tank farm to the Air Defense Command refueling hydrants. 
At present, transfer from the tank farm to the hydrants is being 
accomplished by trucks which is a costly, inefficient, and dangerous 
operation. . 

The next item is a ready alert crew facility for the SAC aircraft 
crews on 24-hour alert. This is a special facility and there is nothing 
existing which can fill this requirement. 

The next item is a squadron operations facility which will accom- 
modate the Strategic Air Command tanker squadrons. 

The next item is an Operational Mission training building which 
will house flight simulators, mobile and field training functions and 
instrument training. There is nothing existing at Selfridge which 
will satisfy this requirement. 

The next two items will provide shop facilities for organizational 
and field maintenance on the Strategic Air Command tanker aircraft. 

The next item is a parachute and dinghy shop. The requirement 
for this facility is 11,974 square feet. The existing shop is only 5,094 
square feet and the 6,880 square feet requested will fill the require- 
ment. 

The next item will provide utility support for the new items in this 
program. 

The next item will enlarge and add to the existing base water pump- 
ing station. Tests have shown that the existing plant is inadequate 
and does not provide sufficient fire flow in outlying areas. 

The last item will remove hazards which will exist at the end 
of the runway. Such hazards include two ditches, relocation of 
boundary fences, regrading of railroad, and so forth. 

In addition, authorization is requested for construction of 580 units 
of family housing with private capital under the provisions of title 
VIII of the National Housing Act as amended. 

The CuHatrman. Selfridge. 

Colonel Jackson. We are requesting here a program of $3,579,000. 
The major items are an operational apron. 

A ready crew building. 

And a squadron operations building. 
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And an aircraft maintenance sho 

The CHarrman. Any questions, Mrs. St. George? 

Mrs. Str. Grorcr. No. 

The Cuatrman. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Colonel Jackson. Suffolk County Air Force Base, Mr. Chairman, on 
page 165, is the next installation. 

The next location to be considered is Suffolk County Air Force Base 
located approximately 2 miles north of Westhampton Beach, N. Y. 
The planned use of this base is for an Air Defense Command fighter 
mission and an Air Defense Command missile unit. The program 
being requested for Suffolk County totals $86,000. It consists of a 
request for a refueling vehicle shop which is needed for the main- 
tenance of seven aircraft refuelers now being maintained in the open. 
These vehicles, because of the explosive danger, must be maintained 
either in the open or in specially constructed shops with explosion- 
proof safety features. 

In addition, authorization is requested for construction of 220 units 
of family housing with private capital under the provisions of title 
VIII of the National Housing Act as amended. 

The request is $86,000 and it involves one item. A refueling vehicle 
shop 

The Cuamrman. Any questions? 

Mr. Becker. I just wonder, are we really spending $85,000 on Long 
Island ? 

Colonel Jackson. $86,000. 

The CuarrMan. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Mr. Gavin. Any questions, Mr. Brooks ? 

Mr. Brooxs. No questions. 

Colonel Jackson. The next is Truax Field, Mr. Chairman, on page 
167. 

Truax Field is the next location to be considered and it is located 
approximately 1 mile north of the city of Madison, Wis. The planned 
use of this base is for an Air Defense Command sector headquarters, 
Air Division Headquarters, an Air Defense missile unit and Air 
Defense fighter mission. The program being requested at Truax Field 
amounts to $795,000. It consists of the following items: 

The first item is an airman dormitory. The requirement at Truax 
is 1,349 spaces. There are existing 1,077, all substandard. There are 
under construction 533. Replacement of the existing substandard 
dormitory will be less than half the eventual requirement with the 
133-man dor ‘mitory requested in this program. 

The next item will provide officers’ quarters for 24 men. The total 
requirement for Truax is 67 men. There are 25 under construction, 
and this request will still leave a deficiency. 

The last item is for the removal of buildings. There are, in Truax, 
52 old temporary-type buildings owned by the city of Madison, now 
being used as a low-rent temporary housing. This item will provide 
for reimbursement to the city for their expenditures on these buildings. 

In addition, authorization is requested for construction of 280 units 
of family housing with private capital under the provisions of title 
VIII of the National Housing Act as amended. 

We are requesting $795,000 in authorization here. It involves three 
items. 
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The largest is airmen dormitories. 

Also an officers quarters. 

The Cuamman. Any questions? 

(No response. ) 

The Cuatrman. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Colonel Jackson. The next installation, Mr. Chairman, is Tyndall 
Air Force Base, on page 171. 

Tyndall Air Force Base is the next location to be considered. It 
is located approximately 4 miles east-southeast of Springfield, Fla. 
The slenned use of this base is for an Air Defense Command weapons 
employment center. The program requested for Tyndall amounts 
to $3,992,000 which consists of the following items: 

The first item is an extension to the primary runway. The existing 
runway is 8,000 feet long by 200 feet wide. This project will extend 
the runway by 2,000 feet. 

The next item will provide a 1,000-foot by 200-foot paved overrun 
on the end of the runway being extended. 

The next two items will provide a Globecom facility at Tyndall. 
This facility is a part of the USAF strategic communications system. 

The next item is a ground control facility in support of the F-102 
training program at Tyndall. Its primary purpose will be for the 
contro] of aircraft making intercepts on “hostile”-type aircraft. 

The next item is a target drone facility which will provide main- 
tenance and assembly capability for drone-type targets for the 

2apons employment center activity. 

The next item is a guidance station for pilotless aircraft which will 
control drone target aircraft through radar and radio equipment. 

The next item is a field maintenance hangar of 41,329 square feet. 
All existing hangars at Tyndall are required for organizational main- 
tenance. This facility will meet one-third of the requirement. at 
Tyndall. 

The next item is a jet engine test cell. It will provide capability 
for testing aircraft engines up to 20,000-pound thrust and_ will also 
provide the necessary acoustical treatment for the test stands. 

The last two items of electric power are required in support of the 
Globecom receiver and transmitter, discussed previously. 

We are requesting a total authorization here of $3,992,000. 

The major items are extension of the primary runway. 

A target drone facility. 

And a field maintenance hangar. 

The CuamrmMan. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Colonel Jackson. The last Air Defense Command installation, Mr. 
Chairman, is Wurtsmith Air Force Base. 

The next location to be considered is Wurtsmith Air Force Base 
which is located approximately 3 miles northwest of Oscoda, Mich. 
The planned use of this base is for an Air Defense Command fighter 
mission and a Strategic Air Command bomber mission. The ‘total 
program being requested for Wurtsmith amounts to $8,696,000. The 
majority of the items contained in this request consist of a second 
increment of facilities required for the Strategic Air Command mis- 
sion at Wurtsmith which was initiated in the fiscal year 1958 supple- 
mental construction program. All items for support of the Strategic 
Air Command mission are deficiencies and there are no facilities which 
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can be utilized for the functions involved. Strategic Air Command 
facilities in this category include: Jet blast deflectors ; an addition 
the base communications building; a 4-stall crash fire station; a 
eadiness alert crew building; squadron operations buildings; a con- 
trol tower; aircraft maintenance shops; armament and electronics 
shop; an addition to the parachute and dinghy shop ; storage and 
demineralized water used for takeoff assist for B-52’s and KC-135’s; 
storage ordnance facility and the utilities to support the Strategic 
Air Command items. 

The remainder of the items making up this program consist of 
those required either solely by the Air Defense Command, or items 
which will be used jointly by the Air Defense Command and the 
Strategic Air Command. These facilities include an addition to the 
automotive maintenance shop, heated storage for emergency vehicles, 
a 50-bed hospital, an exchange and an addition to the officers’ open 
mess. In specific reference to the hospital, no medical facility exists 
at Wurtsmith. Regarding the exchange, the existing facility is an 
old messhall of 5,500 square feet which, in addition to being physically 
inadequate, is also far too small to satisfy the total requirement 
ae amounts to approximately 16,600 square feet. The requested 

2,000-square-foot facility will fill approximately three-quarters of the 
sitet. 

In addition, authorization is requested for construction of 618 units 
of family housing with private capital under the provisions of title 
VIII of the National Housing Act as amended. 

The total program here is $8,696,000. 

Mr. Krrcu1n. What page is it ? 

Colonel Jackson. Again, this is the second increment of facilities 
for SAC dispersal which this committee authorized initially through 
the fiscal year 1958 supplemental program in February. 

Now, the major items here are: A ready crew building, an aircraft 
maintenance e shop, an auto maintenance shop, an ordnance storage 
facility, a 50-bed hospital, and utilities. 

The Cuarrman. Yousay we authorized this in February ? 

Colonel Jackson. Yes, sir. 

General Rentz. Yes, sir, that was in the 1958 supplemental we 
brought over here. 

Colonel Jackson. The 1958 supplemental. 

General Renrz. You authorized the use of it as a SAC dispersal 
base at that time, Mr. Chairman. 

The CuarrMan. Inthe 1958 supplementary $500 million 

Mr. Ketitener. $549 million. 

General Renrz. 549. 

The Cuamman. We reported it down on February 7, is that it? 

Mr. Ketiener. Yes. 

Mr. Bennerr. Can we return to page 167? It is 185 for removal 
of buildings. I would just like to ask himn—— 

The Cuairman. What base? 

Mr. Bennerr. 167. 

Mr. Kevtieuer. Truax. 

Colonel Jackson. That is Truax Air Force Base, Mr. Chairman. 


Mr. Brennerr. May I ask why it costs so much to remove the 
building ? 
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Colonel Jackson. Colonel Payne, do you want to speak to that? 

Colonel Payne. Sir, these buildings are on land to which the Gov- 
ernment has recapture rights and the city has placed improvements 
within the buildings. They are now used as a low-cost housing area 
by the community. The space which they occupy is needed by the 
Government, and when we take them back it is required that we reim- 
burse the city for the improvements which they have made within the 
structures. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

That finishes your Air Defense Command, does it not ? 

General Dreyer. Yes, sir. 

Colonel Jackson. That is correct. 

Mr. Bares. Is this a new name for this base? I never heard of 
this one. 

General Rentz. No, sir. That has appeared in the program before. 

Mr. Bares. It was established in 1926. 

General Rentz. It has appeared in the program for the last 4 years 
under Wurtsmith, Mr. Bates. 

Mr. Ketienver. That is right. 

Colonel Jackson. I think it was perhaps called Oscoda. 

Mr. Bares. What? 

Colonel Jackson. I think it was 

Mr. Ketiener. It was called Wurtsmith. 

Mr. Bares. What was it called ? 

Colonel Jackson. It may have been called Oscoda several years ago. 

The CuHarrman. All right. Let’s see. The next is Air Materiel 
Command. 

Mr. Ketiener. That is Brookley Air Force Base and not Brooklyn. 
This is a misprint. 

The Cuarrman. What? 

Mr. Ketxiener. It is Brookley Air Force Base, and not Brooklyn. 
It is at Mobile, Ala. 

The Cuairman. I am just wondering, members of the committee. 
There are a great many items. The House meets at 11 o’clock this 
morning. The first thing we are going to have this morning is a vote 
on the Sikes amendment yesterday. I want to thank every member 
for being active and taking part. I want to thank Mr. Brooks for 
his strong statement, Mrs. St. George and Mr. Gavin and others who 
participated in the debate. I think it is highly important for us to 
take a recess so all can be there, and try to get this through this 
morning. No doubt, there will be a rolleall. 

The House meets at 11 o’clock. The German President is here. 
So I suggest we take a recess until tomorrow morning at 10 o'clock. 

Mrs. St. George, you be here and you will have that seat and we 
will do business. 

(Whereupon, at 11:46 a. m., the committee adjourned to reconvene 
at 10 a. m., Friday, June 6, 1958.) 
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House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
CoMMITTrEE ON ARMED SERVICES, 
Washington, D, C., Friday, June 6, 1958. 


The committee met at 10 a. m., Hon. Carl Vinson, chairman, pre- 
siding. 

The CuarrMan. Now let the committee come to order. 

This is a continuation of the hearing on H. R, 12360. 

Now members of the committee, we will consider this bill until 12 
o'clock. Mr. Brooks this afternoon has a very important meeting, 
and we will not have a session this afternoon, I hope that we may be 
able to finish the Air Force portion of the bill this morning. If not, 
we will take it up again Monday morning. Just as soon as we finish the 
Air Force, then we will have to have the Navy come back to take up 
the California items, and the Army to cover the items that we passed 
over. 

Now, members of the committee, we finished yesterday. We were 
considering the Air Material Command. Page 32 of the bill, and 
page 206 of the red book. 

Now, read it off, Mr. Kelleher, please, sir. 

Mr. Ketiener. Page 32, line 19. Air Materiel Command. First 
station, Brookley. It reads “Brooklyn,” Mr. Chairman, Brookley 
Air Force Base, Mobile, Ala. Maintenance facilities and supply 
facilities, $97! 5,000. . 

The CHarrMan. Now give its name correctly and spell it correctly. 

Mr. Kevtiener. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Now, what is the fact to justify this expenditure, 
General ? 

Colonel Jackson. Mr. Chairman, we are requesting two items at 
Brookley. The first item is an armament and electronics shop for the 
depot activity. 

The other item is dehumidification of existing warehouses. 

The total request has been stated as $975,000. 

The Cuatrrman. Mr. Kelleher, has this base been in existence for 
any length of time? 

Mr. Ketiener. Many years, Mr. Chairman. It is an old base. 

The Cuarrman. Any questions from any members of the committee? 

(No response. ) 

Colonel Jackson. The mission of the Air Materiel Command is to 
(1) provide adequate and efficient systems of procurement, production, 
maintenance and supply for the U nited States Air Force; ( 2) provide 
general overall logistical support for all activities and agencies for the 
United States Air Force; (: 3) train specialized units for accomplish- 
ment of specified logistics functions in ovesreas areas and theaters; 
and (4) train individuals requiring a long training lead time to fill 
requirements of air depot type units scheduled for activation and to 
fill replacement requirements. This program contains a request fer 

34,595,000 for Air Materiel Command and provides facilities at 12 
lees ations. 

Included within the Air Materiel Command total program are facili- 
ties for Air Materiel Command depot supply and maintenance require- 
ments totaling $8,142,000. The SAC mission at AMC locations re- 
quires a total “of $8,788,000 and there are research and development 
requirements at one AMC location estimated to cost $6,500,000. The 
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remainder of the program is composed of items to satisfy the basic 
Air Materiel mission requirement. 

The first Air Materiel Command location to be considered is Brook- 
ley Air Force Base, located approximately 3 miles south of the city 
of Mobile, Ala. The planned use of this base is for the headquarters 
of the mobile air materiel area. The total program being requested 
for Brookley Air Force Base amounts to $975,000. It consists of two 
items, as follows: 

The first item is an armament and electronics shop for the Brookley 
Depot. The work proposed involves a modification of approximately 
18,000 square feet in an existing building to make it suitable for depot 
type repair and modification of electronic and armament equipment. 

The next item will provide for the dehumidification of four ware- 
houses at Brookley AFB. The proposed work would involve vapor 
proofing of existing warehouses, installation of air lock doors, sealing 
of windows and other openings, and installation of dehumidifying 
equipment. 

In addition, authorization is requested for the acquisition of 175 
units of Wherry housing. 

The next one, Mr. C hairman, is Griffiss Air Force Base, on page 209. 

Now, we are requesting authorization here for $1,177,000 for three 
items. 

Of those three items, the major items are jet fuel hydrants and jet 
fuel storage. 

The CHatrman. And land fee purchase 4 

Colonel Jackson. Yes, sir, this is a little land fee purchase item. 
That is for siting of the fuel storage item. 

The Cuamman. This is for the Air Materiel Command Base that 
has been in existance for a great many years? 

Colonel Jackson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Ke.ieuer. 1942. 

The CuHarrmMan. Any questions? 

(No response. ) 

The Cuarrman. If not, that item is approved. 

Mr. Brooxs. That was taken over from another service and reestab- 
lished in about 1948, wasn’t it? I think it was. 

Mr. Keiitener. Are you thinking of Sampson, which is in that 
general area ? 

Mr. Brooks. I am thinking of Griffiss, at Rome. 

Mr. KevLeEHER. 1942, or iginal station. 

Mr. Brooks. That is not a material matter, anyway. 

The CuHarrmMan. Read your next one, then. 

Colonel Jackson. The next location to be considered is Griffiss Air 
Force Base. This base is located approximately 1 mile southeast of 
Rome, N. Y. The planned use of Griffiss AFB is for the headquarters 
of the Rome Air Force Depot, the Rome Air Development Headquar- 
ters, an Air Defense Command fighter mission and a Strategic Air 
Command bomber mission. The total program requested amounts to 
$1,177,000 and includes the following items: 

The first item is jet refueling hydrants. The total requirement for 
hydrants at Griffiss AFB is 13. Ten hydrants are either under con- 
struction or existing. This request for three hydrants will fill the 
remaining deficiency. 
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The next item will provide additional storage for jet aircraft fuel. 
The requirement at Griffiss is 116,783 barrels. There are 53,810 
barrels under construction and the request in this program will fill 
the outstanding deficiency at Griffiss AFB. 

The last item for purchase of land will provide an area for the 
siting of the additional bulk fuel storage. 

In addition, authorization is requested for construction of 730 units 
of family housing with private capital under the provisions of title 
VIII of the National Housing Act as amended. 

The next one, Mr. Chairman, is Hill Air Force Base, on page 213. 

We are asking authorization for $1,746,000. The major item is an 
airmen dormitory and an airmen dining hall. 

The Cuairman. Now, I would like to get this explanation. Now, of 
course, all these Air Materiel Command’s—the main function is for 
the repair of man-operated aircraft; is that correct? 

Colonel Jackson. At the present time, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Now, are we so expanding these facilities that when 
the missile stage comes in we will have spent large sums of money at 
places where they can never be utilized? Because we all have the 
vision to know and the vision to see that over some years from now 
the man-operated aircraft is going to diminish and missiles are going 
to take their place. 

I am just wondering if all of this money that we are spending now, 
since we have a breakthrough on missiles, is going to be wasted. 

General Rentz. Mr. Chairman, the main function of the Air Mate- 
riel Command is to furnish logistical support for the entire Air Force. 

Now, this mission will not diminish with the advent of missiles. 

Our air materiel system is so devised that we will phase into the 
missile logistics with the same facilities we are now using for the 
manned aircraft. 

The Cuairman. Then you can appropriately use all of these facili- 
ties in the missile field when it begins to come in in larger quantity than 
it is today ? 

General Renz. That is our present plan, Mr. Chairman. 

The CuatrmMan. Then this money will not be wasted ? 

General Rentz. No, sir, it will not, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman, right there 

In your manned aircraft, you will have to have many of those in 
your inventories to transport the missiles 4 

General Rentz. That is correct, Mr. Rivers. When we start phasing 
out at a later date from manned aircraft into missiles, we will still 
require all the logistical support, not only from the supply angle, but 
from the airlift angle. 

Mr. Rivers. We found that out in our MATS investigation. You 
will need many, many manned aircraft. 

General Rentz. That is certainly correct, Mr. Rivers. 

The Cuatrman. Let me get this clear to my way of thinking. Let’s 
assume that 15 years from now missiles have practically made obsolete 
manned type of aircraft, except supply or cargo type of ship. Would 
that have an effect on reducing the personnel in he Air Force? 

General Rentz. Mr. Chairman, projecting our thinking forward 
15 years, I cannot say that it would create a downward trend in the 
personnel of the Air Force. 
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It all depends on how many missile units we have and how we 
deploy these missile units. 

In fact, if we deploy them over the Zone of Interior in a thoroughly 
dispersed configuration, it may generate an additional requirement 
for manpower. 

The Cuarrman. Of course, all the missiles that are used from the 
planes probably would have to require the same personnel, but missiles 
that are surface-to-surface missiles would necessarily reduce your com- 
plement, would it not ? 

General Renz. I would say that there is an excellent opportunity 
of that being a reducing factor in our manpower requirement, when 
that time comes, sir. 

The CuarrMan. Then the committee is to understand all this ex- 
penditure in air materiel can be utilized when we get into the missile 
phase ? 

General Rentz. Absolutely, Mr. Chairman. 

Colonel Jackson. The next location is Hill Air Force Base, located 
approximately 1 mile east of Clearfield, Utah. The planned use of 
Hill AFB is for the Headquarters, Ogden air materiel area, an Air 
Defense Command mission and reserve unit. The program being re- 
quested at Hill AFB amounts to $1,746,000. It includes the following 
items. 

The first item will provide a washrack for aircraft. At Hill AFB 
theer is no washrack existing and all washing is done on existing 
crowded aprons with improper drainage facilities. The request wash- 
rack will serve the dual purpose of providing a washing facility for 
both base assigned aircraft and aircraft sent to the depot for overhaul. 

The next item is a depot communications and electronics shop. The 
requirement at Hill AF'B for this function is 40,000 square feet. Only 
27,320 square feet exists and the 5,000 square feet included in this 
request will be used for depot repair of aircraft instruments. 

The next item is an airmen dormitory. The requirement at Hill 
AFB is for 1,321 spaces, 1,203 substandard spaces exist, and replace- 
ment for only 400 spaces have been authorized in previous programs. 
The 400 spaces requested in this program will provide less than 70 
percent of the replacement requirement. 

The last item is a dining hall for airmen. The 800-man dining hall 
in this request will be the first permanent dining hall to be authorized 
at this base. 

This bill also amends Public Law 968-84 to provide an additional 
$322,000, in authorization to correct increased costs on projects 
approved by that law. 

The CuatrmMan. Without objection. Read the next one. 

Colonel Jackson. The next one, Mr. Chairman, is Kelly Air Force 
Base, on page 218. We are requesting authoriz: ation here for 
$157,000, and it consists of one item, an air-conditioning plant, Mr. 
Chairman. This is air conditioning of space which will be used for 

the overhaul of electronics-type equipment. 

The Cuatrman. Now let me get this information. What is the 
total amount involved in the Air Materiel Command? There is $66 
million in the other group. 

Colonel Jackson. $34,595,000, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHarrMan. $34 million, 500 and what ? 

Colonel Jackson. And $95,000. 
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The Cuamrman. Now, these are all the basis in the country where 
you have Air Materiel Command? 

Colonel Jackson. That is right, sir. 

General Dreyer. I would like to add to that, Mr. Chairman, that all 
of those dollars are not for Air Material Command functions. The 
SAC missions on 3 Air Materiel Command bases totals $8,788,000 of 
that, and the research and development requirement at 1 AMC instal- 
lation calls for an expenditure of $614 million. 

Colonel Jackson. Kelly Air Force Base is the next location to be 
considered. It is loc: sad approximately 6 miles west-southwest of 
San Antonio, Tex. Its planned use is for the headquarters of the 
San Antonio air materiel area and a logistical support mission. It 
also serves as the headquarters of the Air Force security service. The 
program being requested at Kelly AFB involves 1 item at a cost of 
$157,000. 

This item will provide air conditioning and humidity control of 
space in an existing building required for depot overhaul and repair 
of electronic equipment. At present, exhaust fans are being used 
and due to the lack of temperature, humidity, and dust control, this 
method is unsatisfactory. 

In addition, authorization is requested for the acquisition of 592 
units of Wherry housing. 

This bill also amends Public Law 85-241 to provide an additional 
$229,000 in authorization to correct increased costs on projects 
approved by that law. 

The Cuamman. Without objection. Take the next one now. 

Colonel Jackson. The next one is Marietta Air Force Station, 
Mr. Chairman. 

It is found on page 220. 

The authorization we are requesting is $94,000, and it consists of 
1 item. 

The Cuatrrman. All right. Any questions? 

If not, that item is approved. 

Mr. Rivers. Let me ask you, where is your largest materiel base in 
the United States ? 

The Cuamman. I trust 

General Dreyer. I think that would be Wright-Patterson. 

General Rentz. Wright-Patterson would be our largest air ma- 
teriel base. 

Mr. Rivers. What about Warner-Robins ? 

General Rentz. Warner-Robins is very comparable in size. The 
reason I mention Wright-Patterson is because it also houses the head- 
quarters of the Air Materiel Command. 

Mr. Rivers. Then you have a large one on the west coast ? 

General Rentz. Yes, sir. MeC lellan is another large one, sir. 

Mr. Brooks. Oklahoma C ity isa large one, too. 

General Rentz. They are all comparable in size. Wright-Patter- 
son being the headquarters of AMC would naturally gener ate a larger 
personnel requirement for that base. 

Mr. Kitpay. Now you are going to have to mention Kelly, General. 

General Dreyer. Yes, sir. [Laughter.] 

Mr. Rivers. Let me ask you this: A typical base has about 800,000 
items in inventory ? 
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General Renrz. Colonel Urbach, can you answer that—the number 
of items in inventory at a typical AMC? 

Colonel Ursacu. Typical depot ? 

General Renz. Typical depot. 

Colonel Ursacu. No. 

The CuarrMan. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Mr. Kevrener. Mr. Chairman— 

The Cuatrmin. Now, the members are back here from California. 
There is no need to pass over the California items. 

Mr. Kevtiener. All right, sir. 

One item on Marietta. There is a partic ularly large item from 
last year that was not funded, almost $2 million for a heating plant. 
I thought you would like to know that. 

The CHamman. Are you going to fund that this year ? 

Colonel Epmonps. No, sir, Mr. Chairman. That item was not in- 
cluded in the appropriation plan by the Appropriations Committee 
last year and we were unable to fund it. 

Mr. Ketitener. The Appropriations Committee cut it out. 

The Cuarrman. The Appropriations Committee cut it out? 

Mr. Keviener. Yes, sir. 

Colonel Jackson. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. That authorization will stand on the books for 2 
whole years / 5 

Colonel Epmonps. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarmman. Then it automatically goes out / 

Colonel Epmonps. Yes, sir. 

General Rentz. That is correct. 

The next location to be considered is Marietta Air Force Station, 
located approximately 1 mile east of Marietta, Pa. The planned use 
of this base is for an Air Force supply storage depot. The program 
requested at Marietta involves one item, amounting to $94,000. 

This item will provide for the construction of a fourth wall to an 
existing three-sided shed-type warehouse. At Marietta, there is an 
urgent need for completely enclosed storage space of an amount equiv- 
alent to the size of this structure. By enclosing this shedlike build- 
ing, the Air Force will economically gain a fully enclosed 23,000 
square foot warehouse. 

The Cuarrman. Without objection. Now take your next one, Mem- 
phis. 

Colonel Jackson. The next one, Mr. Chairman, is McClellan Air 
Force Base. 

The next location to be considered is McClellan Air Force Base, 
located approximately 7 miles southeasl of the city of Sacramento, 
Calif. The planned use of this base is for the headquarters of the 
Sacramento Air Materiel Area, an Air Defense Command early warn- 
ing unit, and an Air Force Reserve activity. The program requested 
at McClellan amounts to $1,560,000. It consists of the following 
items: 

The first item is an aircraft wash rack. A wash rack as such does 
not exist at McClellan Air Force Base. This facility will be used 
for washing of both base-assigned aircraft and aircraft sent to the 
Sacramento depot for overhaul. 
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The next item is the modification of depot maintenance hangars. 
The modernization work involved includes the provision of commer- 
cial power to this hangar. At present, power is supplied through mo- 
bile, engine-driven generators which do not provide the necessary 
power reliability. 

The next item will provide for the dehumidifying of two existing 
warehouses. The work proposed will include insulation of the ware- 
houses, installing air lock doors, sealing of windows, and installation 
of dehumidification equipment. 

The next item will provide for the replacement of a dental clinic. 
The existing dental clinic is an extremely substandard facility in a 
location remote from the required area. 

The last item is an airmen dormitory. The requirement for air- 
men dormitory spaces at McClellan is 2,734; 1,800 permanent spaces 
exist and 200 spaces are under constr =e The 200-man dormitory 
contained in this request will still leave an ultimate replacement re- 
quirement for another 500 spaces. 

In addition, authorization is requested for construction of 540 units 
of family housing with private capital under the provisions of title 
VIII of the National Housing Act, as amended. 

Colonel Jackson. On page 222. The authorization requested is 
$1,560,000, and the major items are a dental clinic and an airmen 
dormitory. 

The CuarrmMan. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Now, take Memphis. 

Colonel Jackson. The next one is Memphis General Depot, on page 
2s, 

The next location to be considered is at Memphis General Depot 
(Army), which is located at Memphis, Tenn. The planned use of 
this installation by the Air Force is for a management and supply 
depot. The program requested at the Memphis General Depot 
amounts to $1,464,000. It includes 1 item which will provide for the 
conversion of 131,000 square feet of warehouse-type space in the 
Memphis depot to logistical operating space. The proposed work 
will involve the installation of drop ceiling, floor covering, and in- 
sulating space for approximately 1,100 personnel to work. This 
space is necessary to house the management function of the motor 
vehicle support element of the Memphis Air Force Depot, which is 
now required to move. Without this facility, the operations of the 
fixed management function would be interrupted and it would seri- 
ously impede the worldwide furnishing of vehicles to the Air Force. 

We are requesting authorization here for $1,464,000, and the item 
we are requesting is a logistical operating facility. 

The CuarrmMan. Any questions ? 

(No response, ) 

The Cuatrman. If not, that item is approved. 

Mr. Reece. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Reece. 

Mr. Reece. Not any questions about this particular item, but a 
related item. 

Last year, as I understand, we appropriated nearly $2 million for 
the McGee-Tyson Air Force Base at Knoxville, Tenn. After a sub- 
stantial portion of that had been spent for extending runways and 
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providing other facilities for the improved jets, an order was issued 
discontinuing the Air Force base at Knoxville. I am not complain- 
ing about the discontinuance of the Air Force base, but it did seem 
strange—provided logistics of the situation required it. But it did 
seem to me that within 6 months or such a period after the Depart- 
ment came before the committee and asked for authorization for 
the expenditure of such a substantial amount, and a large part of it 
had been expended, then the field should be discontinued. 

I was wondering why we could not have seen a little farther into 
the future when the money was provided and contracts let. It came 
to my attention by way of reemphasis only a few days ago, when 
the contractor was negotiating with the War Department for the work 
which he had done there. 

General Rentz. Yes, sir; I agree with your thinking there, sir. 
But we went very deeply into all the facilities that had been con- 
structed for at McGee-Tyson before the decision was made to terminate 
that unit there. 

Also, the facilities that we had programed could be used by a Na- 
tional Guard outfit that, I think, is stationed at McGee-Tyson. There- 
fore, we did not feel that that was a waste of expenditure, sir, in going 
ahead with the contracts that had progressed to the point where we 
would not save any money by termination. 

McGee-Tyson was considered along with all the other bases for dis- 
continuing the mission, and we weighed every factor very carefully, 
I can assure you, before that decision was made, sir. 

Mr. Reece. As I said initially, General, I am not complaining about 
the discontinuance. 

General Renz. I am aware of that. 

Mr. Reece. But one does wonder, when the Department comes in 
here and requests such a large sum for the continued development of 
the Air Force base, contracts are let for its development, and then 
in the middle of the work a cutoff order is issued. It would just seem 
as if there might have been a little advance planning or a little seeing 
into the future at the time when the representative of the Department 
came here and requested the authorizations. 

General Rentz. Yes, sir. When we requested the authorization 
last year, McGee-Tyson, with its units, had been projected to stay 
as is to year-end 1960. That change in programing took place after 
it was presented to this committee last year. 

Naturally, we hope to minimize these changes. In a mission as fluid 
and dynamic as the Air Force is today, we will have changes. We 
just can’t guard against all of them. 

The Cuarrman. Without objection, the Memphis item is approved. 

Now, the next one is Norton Air Force Base, San Bernardino. 

Colonel Jackson. Norton Air Force Base is the next location to be 
considered. It is located approximately 3 miles east of San Bernar- 
dino, Calif. The planned use of this base is for the headquarters of 
the San Bernardino air materiel area, headquarters of an Air Defense 
Command division and an air rescue unit. The program being re- 
quested totals $658,000, which involves 1 item. 

This item will provide a flexible-type lighting system in 1,497,600 
feet of existing depot warehouses. Currently the warehouses are 
lighted with a fixed incandescent type lighting system. Any rear- 
rangement of bins and materiel usually results in poorly lighted 
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areas and dark spots throughout the warehouse. Provision of the 
requested lighting system will serve to reduce errors, increase pro- 
duction, enhance safety, and improve operations. Further, any re- 
arrangement of bins and supply pallets will require no cost to rear- 
range lights to provide the most effective lighting area. 

We are requesting authorizations here for $658,000. This involves 
one item. 

The CHatirMan. Any questions ? 

(No response. ) 

The Cuatrman. If not, the item is approved. 

Olmstead Air Force Base. 

Colonel Jackson. Olmsted Air Force Base is the next location to be 
considered, and it is located 1 mile west of the city of Middletown, Pa. 
Planned use of this base is for the Middletown Air Materiel Area Head- 
quarters. The total program being requested is $6,169,000. 

The majority of the items involved in this request are required be- 
cause of the need to relocate and repair an existing highway and rail- 
road. <A certification has been established as important to the national 
defense that a highway railroad grade separate structure with ap- 
proaches and ramps near the northeast boundary of Olmsted Air Force 
Base be construced. This will require a new entrance to the base, and, 
as mentioned previously, the majority of the items in this request are 
replacements of items which must be relocated or torn down to make 
way for the highway construction. 

Items in this category are a vehicle fuel station, a civilian dispensary 
and military dispensary, a headquarters building for the air police 
unit, an exchange facility, and the necessary supporting utilities. 

Other items in the program are requested due to normal buildup 
and include the following: 

Soundproofing of 10 jet engine test stands. 

Modifications to the existing armament and electronic shop which is 
necessary for the repairing and testing of missile components. 

An airmen dormitory. At Olmsted the requirement is 749 spaces. 
No permanent dormitories exist, and the 400 requested here provide a 
little over half of the eventual replacement requirement. 

A dining hall for airmen which is necessary for the support of the 
new dormitories. No permanent dining hall has been previously pro- 
vided at Olmsted Air Force Base. 

Olmsted Air Force Base, Mr. Chairman. That is on page 232. 

Weare requesting an authorization for $6,169,000. 

The major items are an armament and electronics shop for depot 
work, a dispensary, airmen dormitories, utilities, and a heating plant. 

The Cuatrman. Where is Middletown, Pa.? What is the largest 
city adjacent to it ? 

Colonel Jackson. Harrisburg, I believe, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Rivers. We can send for Mr. Gavin and find out. 

The CHarrMan. Without objection, the item is approved. 

I wouldn’t ask that question if Mr. Gavin had been here. 
| Laughter. ] 

Robins Air Force Base, Macon, Ga. 

Colonel Jackson. Robins Air Force Base is the next location to be 
considered. It is located 1 mile east of Warner-Robins, Ga. The 
planned use of this base is for the Warner-Robins Air Materiel Area 
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Headquarters, a logistical support squadron and a Strategic Air Com- 
mand bomber mission. The total program being requested amounts 
to $4,362,000. 

The majority of the items being requested at Robins Air Force Base 
will provide a ‘third increment of facilities for the Str ategic Air Com- 
mand mission at Robins which was initiated through the fiscal year 
1958 construction program. All of these items are deficiencies. 
These are standard requirements in each case and nothing exists which 
can be used in lieu of the requested new construction. Items in this 
category include squadron operations buildings for KC-135 and B-5 
squadrons, a ready alert crew building, an aircraft maintenance mag 
an armament and electronic shop, a parachute and dinghy shop, stor- 
age for demineralized water, ammunition storage facilities, and the 
necessary supporting utilities. 

Two items in this request are required for the normal base mission 
and include the following: 

A washrack for aircraft which will provide wash facilities for both 
base assigned aircraft and aircraft undergoing depot maintenance and 
overhaul. 

A Rapcon center. This facility is in an area requirement which is 
used for the control of air traffic under all weather conditions. 

In addition, authorization is requested for construction of 423 units 
of family housing with private capital under the provisions of title 
VIII of the National Housing Act, as amended. 

The Cuarrman. Weall know where that is. [ Laughter. | 

Colonel Jackson. That is on page 247. 

Mr. Rivers. Without objection, that item is approved. | Further 
laughter. | 

The CHarrman. This item is not in my district. There is not an 
item in this bill that is in my congressional district. 

Mr. Kizpay. Macon is. 

Mr. Rivers. What is this, 2 miles from the border? [Laughter. ] 

The Cuatmman. This item is outside of my congressional district. 
The largest town is Macon. 

Mr. Brooks. It is a good item anyway. We ought- 

The CHatrmMan. It merely carries the name Macon. I want to 
say——- 

Mr. Rivers. Four miles from Macon. 

The Cuarmman. The city of Macon gave to the Government 5,000 
acres of land. 

Mr. Kipay. Is this amount sufficient ? 

The CHatrmMan. Well, Mr. Kelleher and I examined this. We 
thought probably we might be able to reduce 2 or 3 items in here. 

Mr. Bares. Without objection. 

The CuarrMan. We decided to let it goby. [ Laughter. ] 

Without objection, the item is approved. 

Mr. Cunnincuam. Mr. Chairman, does it cost $181,00 to build a 
washrack in your State ? 

The CHatrman. Yes, sir. It is pretty good dirt down there. 
[ Laughter. | 

General Rentz. I would like to mention, that it is an Air Materiel 
Command Station, but also is a SAC dispersal station. 

The CuHarrMan. Now the next item is Tinker Air Force Base, Okla. 
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Colonel Jackson. Tinker Air Force Base is the next location to be 
considered and is situated 1 mile south of Midwest City, Okla. The 
planned use of this base is for the Oklahoma City Air Materiel area 
and other CONAC and MATS activities. The program requested at 
Tinker Air Force Base totals $5,196,000 and includes the following 
items: 

The first item will authorize the removal of existing light-duty 
pavement and replacing this pavement with concrete. “At present, 
aprons are partly spalled and break up under aircraft traffic. 

The next item provides for the modification of the existing armament 
and electronics shop. It involves the construction of a mezzanine to 
provide space for depot repair and maintentnce of electronic equip- 
ment. 

The next item is an airmen dormitory. The requirement for airmen 
dormitory spaces is 1,814; 800 spaces have been provided through 
previous programs. This request will provide another 400, leaving a 
deficiency for progr aming in future requests. 

The last item will prov ‘ide ac hapel with an educational wing. This 
is the first permanent 300-seat chapel to be provided at Tinker : against 
a 300-seat chapel requirement. Only 185 seats exist in a temporary 
facility. 

Now, we are requesting authorization here for $5,196,000. The 
major items involved are a replacement apron, an armament elec- 
tronics shop, and an airmen dormitory. 

Mr. Brooks. What does that include? 

Colonel Jackson. I dont’ understand the question, Mr. Brooks. 

Mr. Brooks. What ve youmean? What kind of training facilities ? 

Colonel Jackson. Isaid an apron, Mr. Brooks. 

Mr. Brooxs. Oh. C oncrete. 

Colonel Jackson. Replacement apron. 

Mr. Brooks. Yes. 

Colonel Jackson. An aircraft parking apron. 

The CrHatrmMan. I see your chapel and educational wing is listed 
here as $385,000. 

Colonel Jackson. Yes, sir. 

The CuatrMan. Why is it costing so much more at this base than 
the other 2, which is around—anywhere from $150,000 to $200,000 ? 

Colonel Jackson. Mr. Chairman, this is a 300-seat chapel, with an 
attached educational wing. 

The CHarrMan. Well, you need a large chapel. 

Colonel Jackson. The other one was a 150-seat. 

The last Air Materiel Command location to be considered is Wright- 
Patterson Air Force Base. This base is located 1 mile west of Fair- 
born, Ohio. The planned use of this base is for the Headquarters of 
the Air Materiel Command, for the Wright Air Development Center 
Headquarters, an Air Defense Command air division headquarters, 
the Air Force Institute of Technology, an Air Defense Command 
fighter mission, and a Strategic Air Command bomber mission. The 
total program requested for W right-Patterson Air Force Base 
amounts to $11,037,000. 

The majority of items requested are in support of the Strategic Air 
Command bomber mission for which construction was initiated 
through the fiscal year 1958 supplemental construction program, 
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Nothing exists at Wright-Patterson which would fit the requirements 
for which these facilities are needed. Such facilities include a four- 
stall crash fire station, a ready-alert crew building, a squadron opera- 
tions building for Strategic Air Command tanker and bomber squad- 
rons, an aircraft maintenance shop, a parachute and dinghy shop, an 
armament and electronics shop, storage for demineralized water, 
ordnance storage facilities, and a w: arehouse. 

Other items in this request not directly related to the Strategic Air 
Command mission include a washrack for aircraft. At W right- 
Patterson no washrack as such exists. This washrack will be used 
for washing base-assigned aircraft. 

The next item is a ‘high temperature test facility for the Air Re- 
search and Development. Command. This structure will provide in- 
duction heating capability with a resultant high order of heat which 
is necessary for the testing of missile systems. 

The last item is a body fluid laboratory. This facility will be uti- 
lized to analyze body fluids, air, soil, and water samples for the pres- 
ence of radioactive materials. 

In addition, authorization is requested for the acquisition of 2,000 
units of Wherry housing. 

This bill also amends Public Law 161-84 to provide an additional 
$1,292,000 in authorization to correct increased costs on projects 
approved by that law. 

The last Air Materiel Command location, Mr. Chairman, is Wright- 
Patterson Air Force Base, on page 267. 

Now, the major items here are: A ready crew building for the SAC 
alert mission, a high-temperature test facility, which is a research and 
dev elopment item, and an ordnance stor age facility. 

The Cuarman. Now, what are all the Air Force installations at 
Wright-Patterson at Dayton? Of course, we all know that is the main 
place 

Colonel Jackson. It is the headquarters of the Air Materiel Com- 
mand, Mr. Chairman. It will be a SAC dispersal location. It is the 
headquarters of the Wright Air Development Center, which is one of 
the centers of ARDC. 

It is an air division headquarters for Air Defense Command. 

It has a fighter mission of the Air Defense Command. 

It also has the Air Force Institute of Technology, located at Wright- 
Patterson. 

Those are the major missions. 

The Cuarrman. This is the main Air Force installation in the coun- 
try; is it not? 

Colonel Jackson. It has an awful lot of activity on it, Mr. Chair- 
man. 

Mr. Rivers. Let me ask him a question. 

Why didn’t you take all your ARDC out to Wright-Patterson ? 
Why did you locate that at Andrews Air Force Base? 

General Rentz. Wright-Patterson, of course, has, shall we say, the 
main field component of ARDC, located there, Wright Air Develop- 
ment Command. It is so comp: atible with all the functions of the Air 
Materiel Command that that is where it should be, Mr. Rivers. They 
use common facilities in the testing of engines and the research they 
do on engines. 
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Now, the headquarters of ARDC has been discussed many times 
with this committee. 

Mr. Rivers. It certainly has. 

General Rentz. At one time we had separate authorization to build 
an ARDC headquarters. Instead of doing that, we made room within 
the existing structure and moved ARDC headquar ters into Andrews. 

There is quite a bit of liaison between ARDC Headquarters and 
other Government agencies in the Washington area. They are the 
contracting agency for the entire ARDC effort. That is all handled 
here at Andrews. 

Mr. Rivers. You can justify it from an economic standpoint ? 

General Renrz. I would say so; yes, sir. 

Mr. Witson. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Wilson. 

Mr. Witson. What is this flyaway kit that you speak of, a ware- 
house for a flyaway kit ? 

Colonel Jackson. Flyaway kit, Mr. Chairman: That is for storage 
of parts for the SAC aircraft when—if they redeploy on exercises or 
actual wartime, there are certain parts that they would take with them 
to their redeployment station overseas, or some other part of the world. 
That is where that material is stored, in this particular building. 

It contains spare engines, spare parts for the aircraft, and things of 
that nature. 

The CuHairMan. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Now, that finishes your Air Materiel Command ? 

Colonel Jackson. That finishes AMC. 

The Cuatrman. Now Research and Development Command. 

Colonel Jackson. Yes, sir; that is next. 

The mission of the Air Research and Development Command is to 
attain and maintain qualitative superiority by the following proce- 
dures: (1) Conduct or supervise scientific and technical studies re- 
quired for the accomplishment of Air Force missions; (2) seek new 
basic knowledge from which improved aeronautical equipment, mate- 
rial, weapons, and techniques can be developed; (3) undertake the 
development and recommend the adoption of appropriate new and 
improved devices and systems for the conduct and support of air 
welfare, including aircraft, missiles, weapons, techniques, and proce- 
dures applicable to Air Force purposes; (4) perform employment and 
suitability testing of aircraft, guided missiles, navigational aids, com- 
ponents and material. This program contains a request for $16,- 
270,000 for Research and Development Command and provides facili- 
ties at nine locations (includes 3 auxiliary sites). 

Included within the Air Research and Development Command total 
Evcae am are facilities for research, development, and testing totaling 
$5,971,000; Air Defense Fighter-Interceptor Squadron at 1 base total- 
ing $481,000: air defense missile training at 2 bases totaling $531,000; 
and a SAC mission at 1 location totaling $3,116,000. The remainder 
of the program is composed of items to support the basic ARDC 
mission requirement. 

Colonel Jackson. Edwards Air Force Base. 

The first location in the Air Research and Development Command 
is Edwards Air Force Base. This base is located approximately 19 
miles east of Rosamond, Calif. The planned use of this base is for 





7498 


an Air Force Flight Test Center Headquarters. The total program 
being requested is $981,000. It consists of two items as follows: 

The first item is an experimental aircraft flight operations center. 
This building is required to provide working space for the Flight 
Test Operations Division and the test project control teams that are 
jointly responsible for the execution of the flight test mission. The 
requirement for this facility is 13,150 square feet. Only 6,540 square 
feet of substandard facility presently exists. The 7,040 square feet 
in this request will require continued utilization of the substandard 
facility in order to fill the total requirement. 

The second item is a water well. This facility will supplement the 
existing base water supply by the addition of a 1,000 gallons per 
minute pumping capacity. Last summer the water level at Edwards 
Air Force Base went to dangerously low levels. 

In addition, authorization is requested for construction of 778 
units of family housing with private capital under the provisions of 
title VITI of the National Housing Act, as amended. 

The Cuatrman. All right; that is $981,000? 

Colonel Jackson. Yes, sir. 

The CHatrman. What type of research are you carrying on at 
Edwards Air Force Base ? 

Colonel Jackson. It is a flight-test center. 

The CuatrmMan. What? 

Colonel Jackson. It is a flight-test center, Mr. Chairman, for new 
experimental type aircraft. 

The Cuatrman. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Colonel Jackson. The next location is Eglin Air Force Base. 
That is on page 287. 

The next location to be considered is Eglin Air Force Base in 
the amount of $10,109,000. This amount includes facilities for Eglin 
auxiliary site No. 3 for $608,000 and Eglin auxiliary site No. 9 for 
$120,000. 

Eglin Air Force Base is located 2 miles southwest of Valparaiso, 
Fla. The planned use of this base is for the Air Proving Ground 
Center Headquarters and a SAC bomber mission. The program 
being requested amounts to $9,381,000. 

A large number of items in this request provide a second increment 
of facilities for the SAC mission for which construction was initi- 
ated in the fiscal year 1958 supplemental construction program. All 
these items are standard SAC requirements and there are no facilities 
existing at Eglin which can satisfy the requirement. These items 
include: jet blast deflectors, a ready alert crew building, a squadron 
operations building for B-52 squadrons, an aircraft maintenance 
shop, an armament and electronic shop, storage for demineralized 
water, ordnance storage facilities, and the necessary supporting 
utilities. 

Other items contained in this request include the following: 

A guided missile shelter which will provide for the construction 
of two additional Bomare shelters for the Bomarce training site on 
Santa Rosa Island. 

A seawall which is required to protect the radar sites on Santa Rosa 
Island from storms in the Gulf of Mexico. 
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A ground powered equipment shop. This facility is required for 
the maintenance and repair of app oximately 900 pieces of equipment. 
The existing facility is an old T/O-type structure ocated in the motor 

l some distance away from the flight line, which is not the desired 
lbentied for such a facility as this. 

The next item is a guided-missile launch facility. This item will 

rovide a blockhouse; a booster installations facies: a model B-1 
in launch facility; and a 35,000-square-foot building which can 
be used for contract engineering and checkout on the Bomare missile. 

The next two items provide for the extension of the Bomare Gulf 
Test Range from its presently authorized length of 250 miles to 550 
miles. 

The next item is an electrical substation which will provide for 
the addition of a complete 6,000-kilovolt-ampere substation, and allevi- 
ate a dangerously overloaded electrical distribution system at Eglin, 

The remaining three land items are all required for range instru- 
mentation stations in connection with the Bomare Gulf Test Range. 

Eglin auxiliary site No. 3 is located approximately 9 miles south- 
east of Crestview, Fla. Planned use of this base is for a drone 
squadron. The program being requested amounts to $608,000 and 
consists of one item, a support facility for a guided-missile target 
drone. This project will provide the necessary facilities required for 
maintenance, storage, and checkout of target drones. No facility suit- 
able for this function exists at the present time. 

Eglin auxiliary site No. 9 is located 5 miles west of Fort Walton, 
Fla. The planned use of this base is for a missile training employ- 
ment center for the Air Defense Command. The program being 
requested amounts to $120,000 and consists of one item, an addition 
to the technical training facility. This project will provide the 
launcher shelter portion of the technical training building which will 
be utilized for simulated launchings. 

Now, we are requesting a total program here of $9,381,000. 

The major items are a ready crew facility for the SAC unit that is 
going in there, guided-missile shelter, guided-missile launch facility, 
test range, guided missile, electronics, two items, and an ordnance 
storage facility. 

Mr. Rivers. Since you are not going to carry on too much testing 
with manned aircraft, you are going to phase in this base as a testing 
base for missiles ? 

Colonel Jackson. Yes, sir. A big part of this program is for just 
that, for the air defense missile. 

The Crarrman. All right. This is a very important activity. 
Without objection, this item is approved. 

Now the next one is Holloman Air Force Base. 

Colonel Jackson. Holloman Air Force Base is the next location to 
be considered. It is located 6 miles southwest of Alamogordo, N. Mex. 
The planned use of this base is for the Air Force Missile Develop- 
ment Center Headquarters and for a Drone Squadron. The pro- 
gram requested for Holloman amounts to $1,650,000. The following 
items are involved : 

The first item is an aircraft field maintenance shop. The require- 
ment for this facility is 54,504 square feet. Of the existing 41,800 
square feet only 3,908 square feet is considered usable. The balance 
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of this base is in T/O and mobilization-type buildings. This re- 
quest will fill only one-half of the eventual requirement. 

The next item is storage for base subsistence. The requirement for 
this facility is 10,000 square feet. Although a 10,000-square-foot sub- 
standard facility exists it is a badly deteriorated theater-of- -opera- 
tions-type structure. Deterioration is so severe that considerable 
food loss has been experienced due to rodents and sparrows. This 
request will provide only 4,000 square feet against the stated require- 
ment, which will leave the base considerably deficient. 

The next item is an officers’ quarters for bachelor officers. The 
requirement is 243 men. One hundred forty-seven spaces either exist 
or are under construction. The 48 requested for this program still 
leaves a deficiency which can only be filled with continued utilization 
of substandard facilities. 

The next item is an underground electric-distribution-system line. 
This facility will provide a distribution line from the main base sub- 
station to the west area switching station through the north area and 
back to the main base. It is required for an alternate loop in case 
of emergency failures and for maintenance shutdowns. 

The next item is a water-well rehabilitation. The existing wells 
at Holloman are sanding up. This project. is designed to place gravel 
around the wells, thereby increasing their expected life and water 
yield. 

The next item is for a loading and unloading platform which will 
be used for loading and unloading of rocket fuel and other hazardous 
materiel. 

The last item is a restrictive land easement. This is required to 
assure protection around the loading and unloading platform dis- 
cussed previously. 

In addition, authorization is requested for construction of 400 
units of family housing with private capital under the provisions of 
title VIII of the National Housing Act as amended. 

Holloman Air Force Base, Mr. Chairman, on page 311. 

We are requesting authorization for $1,650,000. 

The major items are an aircraft field maintenance shop and elec- 
tronic distribution line underground. 

Mr. Bray. What page is that on ? 

Colonel Jackson. Page 311. 

The CuatrmMan. Without objection, that item is approved. 

Now, the next is Kirtland Air Force Base. 

Colonel Jackson. The next base to be considered is Kirtland Air 
Force Base located 2 miles southeast of Albuquerque, N. Mex. The 
planned use of this base is for a special weapons center headquarters, 
a fighter squadron, anda SAGE center. The total program requested 
amounts to $481,000. It involves two items as follows: 

The first item is storage ammo air defense which provides one am- 
munition storage magazine for the Air Defense Command mission. 

The second item will provide electric power on the aircraft parking 
ramps, which is necessary for the maintenance and ready status of 
the Air Defense Command aircraft at Kirtland. 

In addition, authorization is requested for construction of 490 units 
of family housing with private capital under the provisions of title 
VIII of the National Housing Act as amended. 





Now, we are requesting authorization here for $481,000 and it con- 
sists of two items: An ammunition storage item and a ramp electrifi- 
cation item. 

The CHaimrman. Without objection, that item is approved. 

Colonel Jackson. The next one is Laurence G. Hanscom Field, on 
page 322. 

4. G. Hanscom Field is the next location to be considered. It is 
located 2 miles south, southwest of Bedford, Mass. The planned use 
of this base is the Air Force Cambridge Research Center Head- 
quarters. The total program requested at L. G. Hanscom amounts 
to $165,000. It involves the construction of an addition to the instal- 
lations engineer maintenance shop. The requirement for this shop is 
13,696 square feet. Only one-half of this requirement is currently 
existing. This request will complete the remaining requirement. 

In addition, authorization is requested for construction of 395 units 
of family housing with private capital under the provisions of title 
VIII of the National Housing Act as amended. 

We are requesting authorization here for $165,000. It consists of 
one item: An addition to the installation engineer maintenance shop. 

The CuarrmMan. Without objection, that item is approved. 

Now the next one, Patrick Air Force. 

Colonel Jackson. The next location to be considered is Patrick Air 
Force Base which includes $2,147,000 for Patrick and $737,000 for 
the Cape Canaveral missile test annex. 

Patrick Air Force Base is located approximately 2 miles south 
of Cocoa Beach, Fla., and is planned to be used at the headquarters 
of the Air Force missile test center. The program requested con- 
sists of the following items: 

The first item is a base fire station. This will provide a one-stall 
station in the Capehart housing area. Without this facility base fire 
equipment cannot reach the Capehart housing area in less than 10 
to 15 minutes in the event of fire. 

The next item is an airman dormitory. The requirement at Pat- 
rick is for 3,072 spaces. There are existing 1,559 spaces, of which 
only 1,199 are permanent. The 600 requested in this program will 
help alleviate the crowded conditions but will not completely solve 
the dormitory shortage situation. 

The next item is an officers’ quarters. The requirement for this 
facility is 259 spaces. Sixty permanent type are under construction 
and 70 are substandard existing. The requested 56 will still leave 
a deficiency. 

The last item is an addition to the NCO open mess. The require- 
ment for this facility is 14,000 square feet against which 7,885 square 
feet have been provided in prior years’ totals. This requested addi- 
tion will complete the requirement. 

Cape Canaveral missile test annex is located 5 miles north, north- 
east of Artesia, Fla. The planned use of this installation is for the 
assembly, testing and launching of missiles in the research and de- 
velopment stage. The program requested for Cape Canaveral 
amounts to $737,000. 

The first item is an addition to the telephone exchange. The re- 
quirement is 5,240 square feet. Only 3,000 exists and the requested 
2,240 is necessary to complete the requirement. 
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The next item is an installations engineer facility. The require- 
ment for this facility is 30,400 square feet. The requested facility 
along with the assets existing both at Canaveral and Patrick main 
base will fill the requirement for this activity. 

The last item is for an automotive maintenance facility. This will 

rovide a small automotive maintenance facility at Cape Canaveral. 
Up till now vehicles have been maintained at Patrick, a distance of 
some 17 miles round trip away. 

The Cuarrman. Without objection. 

Colonel Jackson. The next one, Mr. Chairman, is Patrick Air 
Force Base, on page 324. The authorization requested here is $2,- 
147,000. The major items are an airman dormitory, and officers’ 
quarters. : 

The CuarrmMan. Without objection, that item is approved. 

Mr. Keviener. Mr. Chairman, I might point out there will be an 
amendment with respect to Patrick later in the bill in connection with 
the road that was constructed down there, but not at this point. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Mr. Kilday. 

Mr. Kimpay. Mr. Chairman, at this point may I ask consent to take 
up another matter ? 

It does not properly belong under Research and Development Com- 
mand, but there is no place in the bill where it could very properly 
belong, but it is probably more related to research and development 
than any other subject. I would like to have it presented at this time 
for fear we may get a reorganization bill that would make it a felony 
for a member to attempt to add something to the Department of De- 
fense that he wants. [| Laughter. ] 

The CHatrMan. I trust, in connection—may I interrupt you? I 
trust every member at least will give time and attention to the re- 
marks made by the distinguished gentleman from Texas yesterday on 
the floor of the House. It was my privilege to hear him deliver his 
address to the House. I consider it one of the greatest statements 
that has been made during the years that I have been in the Congress. 
It is worth every member reading it. 

Mr. Kitpay. Well, thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

The CuairmMan. Now go ahead. 

Mr. Kintpay. General Benson, the commandant of the School of 
Aviation Medicine at Brooks Air Force Base is present. I want to 
make it clear he has not volunteered. I have requested through the 
staff that he be made available. He is here and I would like to have 
him heard at this time. 

The Cuatrman. General, will you please come around ? 

Mr. Rivers. Speak before they demote you. 

The CuarrMan. This is the hospital—research, medical research ? 

Mr. Kiipay. Right. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Kilday, have you an amendment to offer? 

Mr. Kirpay. I will see about that after we develop a few facts from 
General Benson. I saw the general in the audience after I got here. 

Mr. Chairman, I have a bill pending—I don’t have the number be- 
fore me now, but it reads as follows: 


In addition to all construction heretofore authorized, the Secretary of the Air 
Force is authorized to proceed with the construction of operational training 
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facilities, research and development, test facilities, supply facilities, hospital 
and medical facilities, administrative facilities, troop housing, community 
facilities and utilities, ground improvements, to the School of Aviation and 
Medicine, Brooks Air Force Base, Tex., in the amount of $22-million. 

This bill was offered by me immediately—a day or two after the 
young man had spent a very considerable time, a week, I believe, in 
simulated space. It gave the opportunity to point up the very bad 
manner in which the School of Aviation Medicine had been treated. 

This is due primarily to actions by the Bureau of the Budget in 
insisting that the installation proposed as they originally proposed 
the aeromedical center, be restricted. 


We have thus far authorized in 1 authorization $8 million. And‘ 


in the past public works bill there was an authorization of about 
$900,000 covering an altitude chamber or laboratory. 

The amount that I had offered was the balance contemplated in 
the original concept of the aeromedical center. 

I would like to now ask General Benson if he is in a position to 
give us—and perhaps in order of priority—priority of importance 
to the School of Aviation Medicine, in its development, the additional 
items which would be necessary at the School of Aviation Medicine, 
or if the general has a statement, that he would be permitted to read 
it at this time. 

General Benson. Thank you very much, I would like to read 
a statement, if I may, Mr. Chairman. 

The CuHatrmMan. You may proceed. 

General Benson. And make a couple of comments then. 

The request for additional facilities for the School of Aviation 
Medicine, USAF, represents longstanding requirements of the Air 
Force. Even the fullest utilization of facilities now under construc- 
tion under the terms of the previous authorization and appropriation 
will suffice only to modernize and approximate the present activities 
of the school. The plans and the original Air Force request for $30 
million would have provided timely anticipation of the problems of 
the missile and space age now upon us. Even more compelling, the 
restrictions of funds have made it necessary to design and construct 
components of the facility so narrowly that flexibility to meet the 
challenge of the present, let alone the future, is absent entirely in 
the most critical areas of needed research. 

The School of Aviation Medicine, USAF, is the focal point of 
graduate teaching, and aviation medical research. It provides an- 
swers to complex problems of man in flight and in control of supra- 
terrestial vehicles, and transforms these answers into design infor- 
mation for new weapon systems and into teaching flight surgeons, 
flight nurses, and aeromedical technicians the new arts of aviation 
medicine. It is essential that the fundamental information necessary 
to the preservation and maintenance of the health, well-being, and 
operational efficiency of Air Force personnel be available before and 
not after the need for the information occurs. 

Pressing requirements which the present facilities now under con- 
struction fail to provide, are those for assessing the damage, and 
cure of radiation effects on living substances, the precautionary 
methods and measures to be taken against airborne bacteria and in- 
fectious agents, and the toxic effects of vapors, fumes, gases, and other 
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hazards which have newly arrived with rocket and missile operation. 

Space is itself a challenge to man. To the future of the Air Force, 
which may be compelled to operate there, the study of man in space, 
a study already under preliminary investig: ution by the school, must 
be expanded to include the ecology of closed systems and to provide 
indoctrination of medical personnel. 

Present-day research investigates the large and small, and without 
a clear picture of both com mprehensive understanding of even common- 
place events is lacking. The effects of new Air Force environments 
on the cellular structures of man demands multidisciplinary attacks 
in vibrationless, stable temperatured antiseptic environments where 
independent and related work of dentistry, biodynamics, bionucle- 
onics, and their components of the school may find solutions at the 
cellular level. 

Tremendous forces operate on man in modern and projected weapon 
systems. The often bizarre and previously unexperienced forces of 
gravity and acceleration are part of the new environment of the Air 
Force. Whocan stand these stresses, after what illnesses and traumas, 
and in what patterns? Not only are research answers required, but 
the school has the very practical problem, though a new one, of weed- 
ing out those cases referred to the school for clinical evaluation because 
of poor responses to flight stresses. 

The heart of a research and teaching institution is its library, docu- 
ments, and data collections. The goal of the scientist is to make his 
information known to others, and to ) doso he must have a place to write, 
to think, and to plan. A library and professional building, available 
to all, is essential to meaningful research output as any other in the 
facility. 

The men and women, officers, airmen, and civilians, who work in 
such a facility as this are inextricably tied to the schedules of their 
experiments. A radiation schedule may permit a normal 8-hour work- 
day, but it is unlikely. Scientists and technicians work as required, 
and all work more than the accepted 8 to 5 o’clock pattern. They must 
be near their work. The more convenient the better. Housing for 
the key personnel of such an institution is accurately described as 
essential. Bachelor quarters for officers and nurses are also a require- 
ment. These students, who, except for the nurses and aeromedical 
technicians, are already practicing doctors of medicine, are assigned 
vost graduate homework. A place in which to live and to study must 
tian railable and adequate to their needs. The numerous cases of flying 
failures or inadequacies which are now referred to the school for 
diagnoses and recommendations should be housed close to the facility 
and they should be willing to stay on base during their examination 
period, which may extend “from hours to days. 

Ancillary to the housing and, in fact, all ‘personnel is the need for 
places to worship, to dine, entertain, and to lead generally normal 
lives. 

Some auxillary support in the form of warehousing for temporarily 
unused scientific equipment and supplies, firehouses, ‘and mainten: ince 
shops are included. 

These functions and facilities, combined with those now under con- 
struction, will enable the school to pursue its mission and to meet the 
challenges of advancement in sciences and applications for as far into 
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the future as it is presently safe to estimate. It will provide suffi- 
cient flexibility to meet new directions of research and teaching, with 
minimum demands in the future. 

I would now like to say that the mission of the school in education 
is the research and clinical consultation. We are training all of the 
young men that go with the Army aviation. I think now we have 
trained approximately 90. 

We are training 10 to 15 per class at the school. We are training 
at the present time—I have 20 from NATO and other countries, 
friendly countries from all over the world, 10 from West Germany 
at the present time, including the surgeon general of the new Luft- 
waffe. Up until 1938 we trained the Navy. 

We see all the problem cases of the Air Force. Now my feeling is 
that we have to have a home base for research. 

Very recently there was a symposium here in the city of Washington 
that was sponsored by the American Institute of the Biological 
Sciences, by the National Academy of Sciences, and by the National 
Science Foundation. Four or five of our schools participated, and I 
sent two or three others as special observers. They all came back and 
said, “We did not learn very much.” 

Now, that is to say that the knowledge right now for much of this 
space thing is unfortunately not in the universities, but it is in the 
very few small laboratories that are Government-supported. These 
are the people who have had the responsibility and have been doing 
the work over the years. 

I think you have to have an installation at which this knowledge can 
be developed or where a responsibility for such development exists. 

We just seem to knock ourselves out in briefings—from industry, 
from universities, and from everywhere. But the minute industry 
gets a contract, we get them all in our front door to find out how they 
will get answers to these things in the biomedical areas. 

Now, we are spending full time on our tasks—and I think that is 
a very important thing. I would say that universities, by and large, 
and other types of institutions, can’t solve problems where you have 
to have human investigations, human experiments, of a dangerous 
kind. They go to penitentiaries, very often under Government spon- 
sorship—they can’t handle arduous and dangerous experimentation. 
I have yet to see the university or private foundation that can do that 
type of thing. 

And always we have to end up by proving a out finally on 
the man, before we actually, as I say, send him aloft. 

I think, Mr. Chairman, that I have said enough here. 

In answer to Mr. Kilday’s questions, we are requesting seven princi- 
pal professional or scientific buildings. 

Mr. Gavin. Scientific what ? 

General Benson. Buildings, in this increment, in this $22 million. 
One is a very, very important building on bionucleonics. It is really 
a building to study radiobiology. There is a wing for toxicology. 

I have mentioned the new exotic fuels that are constantly creeping 
in and increasing all the time in numbers and in the complexity of 
these things. 

We now do a lot of work in radiation, but our laboratories are 
scattered. Wesupport a laboratory at the University of Chicago. We 








are supporting a laboratory in which we jointly work at the University 
of Texas. 

We would still support some of this work in universities, but we 
would like to have a better degree of concentration of our efforts. I 
think it would be economical and I think we would get along with our 
work a little more rapidly. 

We have the ieaponeibilicy for the Air Force for all of the human 
and biological effects of nuclear propulsion. That is a responsibility 
of my institution. 

Another very important building is really a tremendous laboratory 
for space medicine studies. I have some photographs here of where 
space medicine is today, and it is a pretty primitive setup. I would 
be glad to show them to the committee. 

Mr. Rivers. May I inquire, Mr. Chairman, of the doctor, is this your 
main school in the United States? 

General Benson. My Navy friends, I think, would agree with me. 
The answer, sir, is “yes.” 

Mr. Rivers. I was not speaking for them. 

General Benson. Sir? 

Mr. Rivers. I was speaking about the Air Force. 

General Benson. Oh, yes; as far as I am concerned, there is one 
School of Aviation Medicine in the world. 

Mr. Kiztpay. The school is very old, Mr. Chairman. It was estab- 
lished in 1928. The new facilities are authorized by the committee— 
what was it, about 6 years ago? 

General Benson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kitpay. And then we went along in a constant battle with the 
Bureau of the Budget about getting any funds. But it is now under 
construction at its new location. As the general had testified, it actu- 
ally constitutes only a replacement—perhaps more space than he now 
has in the existing School of Aviation Medicine. 

General Benson. Very little more. 

Mr. Kirpay. Little more? 

General Brunson. Very little more space than we now have in a 
group of temporary buildings. 

Mr. Kizpay. And not taking care of the new problems which are 
created by the new speeds and altitudes and space ? 

General Benson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Of course 

Mr. Kitpay. Now, General, I want to show you here a document 
entitled “Proposed Utilization of Additional Funds for the School of 
Aviation Medicine.” I believe this originated at the School of Avia- 
tion Medicine. It was furnished to me by the Headquarters of the 
Air Force. 

I would like to have it identified and ask that it be included in the 
record at this point. 

Mr. Gavin. What is the total cost of the overall projects—the seven 
buildings ? 

General Benson. Of those seven buildings, approximately $12 mil- 
lion, sir. 

Mr. Gavin. What are you asking for now? 

General Benson. The proposal is for $22 million. 
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Mr. Kiipay. The bill which I offered was for $22 million, because 
the original projected cost of the installation was thirty. 

General Benson. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Kitpay. And we had authorized only $8 million. True, in the 
last public works bill we authorized an additional nine-hundred-odd 
thousand dollars. 

General Benson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kitpay. Now, General, does this document contain the seven 
of which you are speaking ? 

General Benson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kinpay. I ask that it be included in the record at this point, 
Mr. Chairman. 

The CuarrMan. Without objection, put it in the record. 

(The document referred to is as follows:) 


PROPOSED UTILIZATION OF ADDITIONAL FUNDS FOR THE SCHOOL OF AVIATION 
MEDICINE, USAF 


1. The additional funds in the amount of $22 million proposed in H. R. 11045, 
85th Congress (Mr. Kilday) would provide the School of Aviation Medicine, 
USAF, with the following additional facilities : 


Technical research faciGiet. in... bkeiin di seddesaeeiblnie $12, 000, 000 
Housing (dormitories, BOQ’s, and MOQ’s) _------------------_---- 7, 000, 000 
Support facilities (warehouses, etc.) ~.......----------_--......-- 3, 000, 000 

22, 000, 000 


2. The technical research facilities would consist of the following: . 

(a) Radiobiology laboratory, $540,000.—This laboratory would be designed to 
study the immediate results of acute exposure to all forms of radiation including 
those to be encountered in space flight, as well as those associated with nuclear 
medicine. Minimum lethal doses, minimum incapacitating doses, and minimum 
tolerable doses have yet to be determined accurately for any of these forms of 
radiation. Problems in this area will increase in importance and quantity with 
each technological advance. 

(b) Cellular physiology laboratory, $420,000.—The effects of various astro- 
nautical hazards upon individual biological systems can best be explored through 
the recently developed techniques of tissue culture and cellular physiology. 
The adaptation capabilities of individual organs and systems can be investigated 
with a view to supplementing the natural mechanisms of adjustment by modifying 
the biochemistry of the total individual. Such artificial assistance could well 
increase the tolerance of living things to the abnormal conditions of space flight. 

(ce) Acceleration laboratory, $420,000; plus acceleration equipment, $250,000; 
total, $670,000.—Fundamental research in both curvilinear and horizontal accel- 
eration is now being completely accomplished at existing facilities (Navy at 
Johnsville and Air Force at Muroc and Holloman). The requirements for this 
laboratory arises from the need to investigate the known stresses and tolerances 
in association with other operational stresses of astronautics. For example, 
would artificial adaptation to certain abnormal conditions, as mentioned above, 
increase or decrease the tolerance to acceleration and to what degree? 

(d) Radiation hazard laboratory, $1,500,000.—The school is at present heavily 
committed to investigating the long-term hazards of all forms of radiation upon 
the human system. Inadequate facilities have permitted only a piecemeal ap- 
proach to this problem, which affects both individual and racial survival. Be- 
cause the infrahuman primate subjects of such experiments must fulfill a com- 
plete life span for any valid determination of such long-range effects, large 
numbers of such subjects must be kept under close observation over a number 
of years. This facility will permit simultaneous investigation of several prob- 
lems rather than the present capability for one problem per generation of subjects. 

(e) Space simulation laboratory, $750,000.—Although no method is yet known 
of duplicating in a laboratory all of the known conditions of space flight, many 
of these conditions could be simulated either individually or in varying com- 
binations in a properly designed laboratory. For example, a space cabin simu- 
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lator enveloped in toxic gas and surrounded by active radiation sources could 
easily introduce the fear-hazard element into simulated space flights. Sensori- 
motor disturbances can readily be induced through optical and sonic illusions. 
Posthypnotic suggestion presents interesting possibilities. Testing of the human 
resistance to the stresses of pace flight has barely begun, but it is essential that 
such problems be solved prior to actual flight. 

(f) Ecological systems laboratory, $350,000.—It is not sufficient to determine 
the hazards of space flight and human tolerance to them. Closed ecological 
systems must be developed which will provide to the crew protection from the 
hazards and supply sustenance for effective performance within identified human 
tolerances. Total separation from terrain environment requires that an accept- 
able autonomous environment be provided. Such a no-input, no-output system 
circumscribed by the rigorous weight limitations of astronautics can be evolved 
only by the combined efforts of all the biological sciences. Unless and until 
each environmental component has been devised and integrated into a prac- 
tical functioning whole, the rest of the bioastronautical research is merely an 
interesting but academic laboratory investigation. This laboratory will permit 
the practical application of the research information gained in all the other 
laboratories. 

(g) Infrahuman testing laboratory, $720,000.—In the early stages of any bio- 
logical investigation the unknown elements are too hazardous to permit expos- 
ure of human subjects, The many basic investigations indicated above, which 
must be made before man can be truly ready for space travel, generate a large 
requirement for a variety of infrahuman subjects. Scientific as well as humane 
considerations demand adequate care and observation of these subjects. For 
this purpose, a facility such as this is required. 

(h) Space medicine laboratory, $2,862,000.—All of medicine is devoted to the 
prevention of disease, injury, and deterioration, or if prevention fails, to cur- 
ing, rehabilitation, and restoration of the individual to normal. Space medicine, 
though the youngest of the family, is no exception. The established clinical 
branches of medicine have a great deal to contribute toward the goal of space 
travel. To such obvious participants as ophthalmology (vision), otology (com- 
munications and equilibrium), psychiatry (selection and stability) and avia- 
tion medicine (fitness), should be added other less obvious contributors, such as 
internal medicine (heart, blood, and lung functions), dermatology (skin func- 
tions), gastroenterology (nutrition and functioning of the intestinal tract), and 
surgery (prevetion of traumatic injury). Research facilities for the clinical 
medical specialties is essential for the investigation of current Air Force medi- 
cal problems, as well as for their contributions to the solution of problems 
affecting space flight. 

(i) Dental research laboratory, $300,000.—F rom both the immediate and long- 
range influence of oral hygiene on the health of the entire body, it is evident 
that research facilities in dentistry are an essential part of any investigative 
attack upon the problems of man in space. A space flight abandoned because 
of a toothache is as much a failure as one abandoned for radiation sickness. 
Advancement in the fields of preventive and diagnostic dentistry must keep pace 
with the medical sciences if space medicine is to provide for the whole man. 

(j) Research library and professional offices, $1,000,000.—The required lab- 
oratories enumerated above are designed strictly as investigative workshops. In 
them no provision is made for offices for the scientific and professional staff. 
By locating all such offices in a single building, the essential interchange of 
ideas between various scientific disciplines is stimulated by casual encounters 
of proximate association. In the library, provision of discussion rooms for 
the informal exploration of scientific problems will be made. This desirable 
cross-feeding of ideas will be further stimulated by locating in this some build- 
ing a communal eating facility. 

(k) Utilities expansion, $1,000,000.—To serve these additional facilities the 
utilities presently under construction will obviously require expansion. Such 
additions will merely restore the expansion capability previously deleted from 
the plans for this facility. 

2. The permanent housing available at Brooks Air Force Base consist of two 
dormitories completely occupied by personnel presently assigned to the base. 
To accommodate the staff and students of the School of Aviation Medicine, 
additional permanent housing was planned in the original concept. Effective 
operation of the school will require airman dormitories for students and staff, 
BOQ’s for student officers, and a number of family quarters for key staff non- 
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commissioned officers and officers. The cost of such housing has been estimated 
as: Housing, $7 million. 

3. In support of the facilities enumerated above, certain facilities not now 
available at Brooks Air Force Base would be required. These include such 
items as warehouses, chapel, administrative buildings, installations shops, and 
recreational facilities. The estimated cost of these is: Support facilities, 
$3 million. 

4. While the bill introduced by Mr. Kilday would give to the School of Avia- 
tion Medicine funds equivalent to those planned for the original concept, that 
concept has necessarily been somewhat modified by a number of factors. Dur- 
ing the 6 years since the concept was first presented officially there has been a 
constant updating of plans in an effort to keep abreast of the tremendous scien- 
tific strides which have been made in astronautics and space medicine. Fortu- 
nately, the flexibility of the original design will permit adaptation to these 
new functions with a minimum of structural changes. The need for new labora- 
tories to accommodate research activities not considered possible 6 years ago, 
has been met by sacrificing a certain amount of housing. The few support 
facilities available 6 years ago have long since been committed to other activi- 
ties or modified for other functions, necessitating some increase in the funds 
required for this purpose. This has been met by a readjustment of funds be- 
tween the categories of facilities. The plans briefly discussed herein will pro- 
vide the school with the initial facilities necessary to a vigorous prosecution of 
its misson of teaching and preparing man for his flight into space. 

Mr. Kitpay. And perhaps you could summarize it, rather than 
giving all of the detail that appears in that document? 

General Benson. All right. It is divided wp into three main par- 
cels, so to speak. Technical research facilities, $12 million. Hous- 
ing, dormitories, BOQ’s, and that type of thing, $7 million. Support 
facilities, $3 million. For a total of $22 million. 

Now, the technical buildings were the radiobiology building that I 
mentioned, that is a very specific laboratory for 1 -adiation effects. 

A basic science building, that we call a cellular physiology labora- 
tory. An accelerational aboratory, having to do with the studies of 
ejections and centrifugal effects. ‘his is not the most major of these 
institutions, but we must have such a building even for our teaching 
purposes. Weare now teaching in a vacuum. 

Lama little ashamed to have people come from all over the world 
and we don’t even give them a ride on an ejection seat or on the 
centrifuge to study the thing. 

Mr. Rivers. Right there. As a result of this space age being on us, 
how many years behind do you think we are now in this area by not 
me ing prepared these fac ilities a long time ago ? 

General Benson. Well, sir, I think we are behind where we ought 
to be. I still happily think that we are not too terribly far behind the 
Russians in our areas. I just don’t—this is my own guess. But we 
are still behind where I think we would have been certainly if we had 
had proper facilities. We are postponing things every day, simply 
because we can’t put another body on the place, “and we have not an- 
other laboratory and no place to go. 

The Cuarrman. May [ask a question, Mr. Kilday ? 

Did you make a request to the Department for this, when they 
were making up their field requests ? 

General Benson. Yes, sir; we did. Well, we started this in 1952, 
sir. 

The CHarrman. No, I mean this $20 million now, or $30 million; 
did you make a request through the regular military channels for this 
when Mr. Bryant’s office—r: ather, when the Air Force was getting up 
its field projects? 
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General Benson. Well, I would say probably fairly lately. This 
was done, Mr. Chairman, I think about 3 or 4 months ago. 

Mr. Kizpay. It was too late. 

General Benson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kitpay. For the actual budget of this year. 

General Renrz. I would like to add, Mr. Chairman, when we sub- 
mitted the program to the Secretary of Defense Office for review we 
did not include these facilities. 

Mr. Gavin. Why? 

General Rentz. Our program 

Mr. Gavin. Obviously it is quite important, according to the doctor. 
Why wasn’t consideration given to it when you submitted your budget 
to the Secretary ¢ 

General Rentz. They were not available for consideration at that 
time, Mr. Gavin. 

When the Board considered all items for inclusion in this program, 
this was not presented at'that time. 

Mr. Kinpay. Mr. Chairman, I think I should point out that has 
been through a very torturous ‘path over a period of many years. 
~ Not all the responsibility of the Air Force, due to any action or lack 
of action. Not all of it. Some, yes. Rather not of the Air Force, but 
primarily of the comptroller of the Department of Defense, with 
whom we have had great difficulty in securing an approval or alloca- 
tion of funds for things of that kind. 

So it would be most difficult for the general to point out at what 
time he had included requests. Because this thing has been pushed 
around here since the days when Mr. McCone was Assistant Secretary 
of the Air Force. I don’t remember just what year it was. Surely 5 
or6 yearsago. So it couldn’t have followed the normal procedure. 

Mr. Bray. Mr. Chairman 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Bray. 

Mr. Bray. I will address this question to the general who has been 
handling this Air Force public-works program, General Rentz. 

The Air Force submitted their request to the Department of Defense 
for approval; is that correct ¢ 

General Rentz. That is correct; yes, sir. 

Mr. Bray. And did you have this project in there at that time? 

General Rentz. This current fiscal year; no, sir, Mr. Bray, we did 
not. 

Mr. Bray. It seems to me the proper course would be to take this 
up with the Department of Defense. If you want to add an adden- 
dum to this, it should be done. 

For us to come out here on the matter—and I well appreciate the 
import it—and entirely ignoring the Department of Defense, 
without at least having their view as to whether they approve it or 
whether they don’t, is a bad policy. 

For instance, the Air Force—and I am not objecting to it—has cer- 
tainly in the matter of percentages with the other services been treated 
very well, I believe you will say, by comparison, in this works bill. 

Before I would vote for it, I would want to at least hear the Depart- 
ment of Defense as to this matter, and, also, this matter has been go- 
ing on for years here, which it apparently has. This problem has been 
discussed with us here before—your general problem regarding this 
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medical center. It certainly should have been at least mentioned to the 
Department of Defense. 

The first thing: Did this Department make a request to the Depart- 
ment of the Air F orce, General ? 

Mr. Bray. This is for you, General. 

General Rentz. To the best of my knowledge, Mr. Bray, in the 
last 3 years the portion of the School of Aviation Medicine that has 
been reviewed for inclusion in the program was included, as Mr. 
Kilday mentioned, totaling a little under $10 million at the present 
time. 

Now, this additional requirement that General Benson mentioned 
and Mr. Kilday mentioned : I don’t think it has ever been reviewed for 
inclusion in any program. 

Now, General Cullen from the Surgeon General’s Office is over 
here. Maybe he can throw a little light on that. 

Mr. Bray. Yes. I want to ask him a question. 

General Rentz. General Cullen. 

General CuLLEN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bray. General, was this request here made to the Department 
of Air? 

General CuLLEN. No, sir, it was not. 

Mr. Bray. Then, it certainly seems to me almost absurd—I with- 
draw that. It certainly seems to me most unusual to come here 
for a request where not only—the Surgeon General’s office did not 
even make the request to the Department of Air, let alone make it 
to the Department of Defense, and then ask us to approve it. At 
least I would like to find out what the Department of Air knows 
about it. 

Mr. Kitpay. Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Bray. It may be the most worthy program, but certainly as 
has already been brought out we jumped two normal channels, which 
is most unusual. 

Mr. Kitpay. Mr. Chairman, from the course that this matter has 
taken through the years I am convinced that the only way we are 
ever going to get any attention paid to it is for us to include it in the 
public works bill and put it in such position that all of the Govern- 
ment departments—the Air Force, the Department of Defense, and 
are going to have to come to a realistic 
appraisal of it, for inclusion in funding. And until we do that, we 
are not going to ever be able to get the proper consideration of this 
matter. 

You remember all of the interest that was shown when the young 
man—who was named Farrell, I believe, who spent a week in the 
space chamber, which was public ized all over the country. Then, 
for the first time it was realized in the public minds how badly this 
facility has been neglected. There is a member of General Ben- 
son’s staff that told me at the time that young Farrel was here—he 
is a German. Would you mind telling me what he told us about the 
space medicine facilities which Luftwaffe had in World War II? 

General Benson. Mr. Kilday, this was Dr. Stughold who had been 
head of the main physiological research laboratories of the German 
Luftwaffe from about 1938 to the end of the war. His statement 
was that at Templehof Airdrome they had established in the begin- 
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ning of the war an institute that was even on a more grandiose scale 
than our $30 million institute. And they had done this as early 
of 1939, the German nation. 

Mr. Kitpay. 1939. 

General Benson. The Germans had done this in 1939. 

Mr. Becker. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. Kiwpay. How did their facilities in 1939 compare to the facili- 
ties which you now have? 

General Benson. I think they are vastly superior. 

Mr. Price. Would the gentleman yield? 

Mr. Kixpay. I yield to the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. Price. General, that being the case, why would you come to the 
personal conclusion that the Russians wouldn’t be far ahead of us? 
If the Germans were that far advanced back in 1939, why would you 
think that the Russians hadn’t taken on from there and considerably 
are ahead of us now in this field ¢ 

General Benson. Well, everything I can read, sir, and have been 
able to read for some very long period of time, is to the effect that dur- 
ing World War II most of the Russians’ oxygen equipment, their per- 
sonal equipment, was fairly primitive. It functioned of sorts. They 
did have an effective air force in World War II, but most of their 
material was not too good. 

When we had the shuttle runs up to Russia, I would ask our own 
people to look into some of these things. I was then the surgeon of 
the Air Forces in the Mediterranean. Since then, I have read all of 
the material that I can get. And just recently I have been reading 
everything I could on the biological aspects of their sputniks. In read- 
ing about 10 pages, you can ret ¢ one idea, maybe, such as the atmosphere 
is denser at 400 miles up than we ever thought it was. Now, I read 10 
pages just to learn that yesterday. 

We have not seen anything yet that convinces us—or convinced me, 
may I say—that they are terribly advanced. They are making gre: ut 
strides, there is no question about it. But anything I can read, get my 
hands on, or any equipment or anything else, anything they “depict 
leads me to believe that they are not. too far along. 

Mr. Price. What happened to this German setup ? 

General Benson. The thing was captured. The Russians shipped 
it all out. I tried to get my hands on some of the material, and the 
Russians picked it up “and shipped it out. They had a 4-story, low- 
pressure chamber, as high as this building. They could put men into 
the various depths. They had a human centrifuge and an acceleration 
track that picked it all up. 

Mr. Becker. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHatrman. Mr. Becker—— 

General Benson. May I make one other statement, Mr. Chairman ? 
I would like to refer to this document. This was published 8 or 9 
years ago and is a result of an aeromedical center planning board. 
The board was constituted as a result of a directive by the Secretary 
of Defense, in which the Air Force was asked to do this planning for 
an air medical center. Then the board was appointed and published 
this report. 

This has still been the guide and has never been rescinded. 

Mr. Gavin. When was that published, sir? 

General Benson. May, I say, 1950, sir—1949 or 1950. 
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Mr. Gavin. Will the gentleman yield ? 

General Benson. We have never deviated from this, sir. 

Mr. Gavin. The point I am trying to make: I recognize and realize 
and appreciate the importance of this matter. 

General Benson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Gavin. And feel quite concerned about it. 

I can’t understand, even when you had this advance information 
and studies, that you hadn’t contacted the Department so that it 
could be submitted in the regular manner, so that consideration would 
be given by the committee, rather than come in here now, when the 
budget has been set up, to make a request. 

What have you been doing all this time ? 

General Benson. Oh, sir, the documents are that thick [indicating]. 
We could give you a complete account of what happened. 

Mr. Gavin. You may have documents all right, but you have to 
make a request ¢ 

General Benson. We have. 

Mr. Bray. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. Gavry. I am not through yet, Mr. Bray. I think you should 
make the request in view of its importance, so that we, the com- 
mittee, would consider it. 

I was interested in what you had to say about the Germans back in 
1939. 

I wonder if any airman here can tell me when Templehof Air Base 
was completed ¢ 

I was amazed they had completed a great airbase when we were still 
playing around with glider fields over here. The remarkable strides 
that they had made in air. I just wondered if anybody could tell us 
when the Templehof was completed. I think it was in around that 
period. 

Mr. River. 1936, I believe. 

Mr. Becker. 1939 it was completed. 

Mr. Gavin. 1939, and we were still far, way far behind them. 

Now, again, you call to our attention that here is a matter that had 
been given consideration back in 1939 and this is 1958, almost 20 years 
later, and we are getting around to talk about it. 

The Coatrman. Mr. Becker 

Mr. Becker. Mr. Chairman, like Mr. Gavin, I am quite in sym- 
pathy with this project. I think it is very, very important. I am glad 
Mr. Kilday, the gentleman from Texas, brought it up. I am also 
inclined to think that with the statements that have been made here— 
in one part the budget refused to take it up or didnt’ take it up and then 
the Department of the Air Force—yet we find out from General Rentz’ 
statement that it hasn’t gone to the Department of Air Force or it only 
went about maybe 3 months ago, long after the budget for this year 
came up; is that correct, General ? 

General Rentz. That is correct. 

Mr. Becker. It would seem to me that the logical way to proceed 
on this would be to have 1 day of hearing on it and get the Department 
of the Air Force and the people over here and see whether or not. we 
can’t proceed and do this job. Let’s have all the facts before us, 
rather than to do it right now, with all the misinformation we have 
on the subject. 

















Mr. Bray. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. Becker. It is highly important. 

Mr. Kizpay. Mr. Chairman, I am not in disagreement with the gen- 
tleman from New York, not at all. I have no desire to attempt to 
rush it. 

Mr. Becker. [am sure you aren't. 

Mr. Kupay. The gentleman made a fine point. 

I do want to refer to this. The records of the committee will show 
what has happened in connection with this matter. The chairman 
will remember quite well, I am sure, of the very unusual situation 
that was uncovered in connection with the matter. 

After it was included in the first public works bill, there have been 
innumberable conferences between the Air Force and the Comptroller 
of the Department of Defense and with the Director of the Bureau 
of the Budget. 

Then we went through two different tremendous upsets about where 
it would be located. 

One time to take it to Mitchell Air Force Base, and another time to 
take it to Fort Worth. I am sure the chairman will remember a 
conference that he had and I had with the former Secretary of the 
Air Force, which got a little bit heated. 

This thing is not in the situation of a normal project. 

Mr. Becker. I know that. 

Mr. Kiipay. That would be expected to follow the budgetary re- 

uest or the request for inclusion in the budget as the budget was being 
Feesealesed Because at various times we have faced rather firm 
mandates that “You shall not request more,” and things of that kind. 

It is one of those things where I can understand the position of 
many people in the Air Force. They have SAC and they have mis- 
siles and all of these things that are urgently necessary. And the 
layman probably doesn’t fully appreciate the necessity for advanced 
planning research or study in the question of space flight. 

I would like, while the general is here, to develop such facts as we 
need from him and then have an understanding that the matter is 
held open. 

The Cuairman. That is right. 

Mr. Kirpay. So it can be considered further in connection with 
the Department. 

I would like to ask the general if the $12 million which he men- 
tioned would provide the 7 essential laboratories that he mentioned ? 

General Benson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kinpay. Is that your highest priority within the $22 million? 

General Benson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kizpay. And that would produce, then, a medical center or 
school of aviation medicine somewhat within the concept of the study 
made in 1950? 

General Benson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kiurpay. But it would not include all of the barracks or troop 
housing and things that might reasonably be postponed ? 

General Benson. Absolutely correct, sir. 

Mr. Kirpay. In other words, the highest priority is the $12 million? 

General Benson. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kitpay. That is all I have. 








Mr. Becker. Mr. Chairman—will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. Kitpay. May I get your permission to hold the matter open? 

The CuHairmMan. Without objection, we will take that course. 

Mr. Becker. I just want the gentleman to yield for 1 second. 

Mr. Kinpay. I yield to the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. Brecker. I just want to find this out, Mr. Kilday. You perhaps 
know. I don’t know. I never met the general before. General Ben- 
son, are you in the field of medicine or science, or just what is your 
field ? 

General Benson. I am basically a physician. 

Mr. Becker. You are basically a sheraidiaas 

General Benson. I am trained as a physician. 

Mr. Becker. And you have been working on this for a good many 

years ¢ 
’ General Benson. Yes, sir, for about 25 or 26 years. 

Mr. Becker. Thank you very much. I just wanted to get that in- 
formation for the record. 

The Cuamman. Thank you very much, General. 

General Benson. Thank you. 

The Cuarrman. I appreciate your testimony. 

General Benson. Thank you. 

The Cuarrman. Now, members of the committee, before we take 
up the next item in the field, Air Training Command, I want to an- 
nounce for you that I have this morning one of the graduating classes, 
from one of the most outstanding high schools in my district, in 
Monticello, Ga. I want to thank all the members of the graduating 
class 

Mr. Brooxs. Let them stand up. 

The Cuatrman. All of you members of the graduating class stand 
up there. [Applause. | 

Now, we welcome you here. And after you have been in attendance 
of the committee session for some time, then I will ask Mr. Deakins 
to escort you over to the Capitol or to the Library. I hope you will 
have a most pleasant visit in your Nation’s Capital. 

Now, the next item—thank you very much. 

The next item is Amarillo Air Force Base, Amarillo, Tex. 

Colonel Jackson. The mission of the Air Training Command is to 
provide flying training leading to an aeronautical rating; air-crew 
training; basic and advanced technical training leading to an Air 
Force specialty; basic military training; mobile training, and such 
other training as may be directed by the Chief of Staff, USAF. This 
program contains a request for $23,090,000 for Air Training Com- 
mand and provides facilities at 18 locations. 

Included in the above total is $15,647,000 which provides facilities 
for the basic Air Training Command mission. Facilities are also 
included to accommodate SAC missions totaling $4,843,000, and an 
Air Defense Command mission for $2,600,000. 

The first Air Training Command installation to be considered is 
Amarillo Air Force Base, located 11 miles east of the city of Amarillo, 
Tex. The planned use of this base is for a technical training and a 
Strategic Air Command heavy-bomber mission. The total program 
requested amounts to $979,000. In involves the following items: 
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The first item is a ready alert crew building for Strategic Air 
Command crews on 24-hour alert. 

The next item is an air police station which will provide an air 
police control, identification and temporary detention capability along 
the flight line. 

The last item is a utility facility for the Strategic Air Command 
alert area. 

In addition, authorization is requested for construction of 500 units 
of family housing with private capital under the provisions of title 
VIII of the National Housing Act as amended. 

We are requesting here authorization for $979,000. It consists of 
three items. 

The major item is a ready crew building for SAC alert. 

The Cuarrman. Any question from any members of the committee? 

(No response. ) 

The Cuarrman. If not, the item on Amarillo is approved. 

Now, take up the next item. 

Colonel Jackson. The next one is Bergstrom Air Force Base, Mr. 
Chairman. That is on page 339. 

Bergstrom Air Force Base is the next location to be considered. It 
is situated 5 miles east of Austin, Tex. The planned use of this base 
is for a Strategic Air Command bomber mission and a fighter squadron 
activity. 

The program requested at Bergstrom totals $1,584,000. It includes 
the following items: 

An addition to the Strategic Air Command alert apron to provide 
four additional alert aircraft parking stubs. 

The next item is a ready crew building for Strategic Air Command 
crews on 24-hour alert. 

The next item is a parachute and dinghy shop, the requirement for 
which is 7,040 square feet; 3,478 square feet of a very substandard 
facility exists. This request will replace the substandard facilities 
and also fill the existing deficiency. 

The next item will provide ammunition storage igloo. This facility 
will fill a part of the Strategic Air Command ammo-storage 
requirement. 

The next item will provide utilities support for the Strategic Air 
alert area. 

The last item for the purchase of land will permit attainment of 780 
feet clearance required around alert aircraft. 

Weare requesting authorization here for $1,584,000. 

The major item, again, is a ready crew building for SAC alert. 

We are also providing a little piece of apron here for the parking 
of SAC alert aircraft. 

The Cuarrman. Without objection, the item is agreed to. 

Now, Chanute Air Force Base. 

Colonel Jackson. Chanute Air Force Base, Mr. Chairman, is on 
page 346. 

‘hanute Air Force Base is the next location to be considered. It 
is located 1 mile south of Rantoul, Ill. The planned use of this base 
is for technical and mobile training. The program amounts to $640,- 
000, and involves construction of officers’ quarters for 80 men. The 
requirement for officers’ quarters is 470 spaces, and only 96 exist, of 
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which 48 are substandard. This request will provide an increment 
toward satisfying the overall deficiency. 

In addition, authorization is requested for construction of 450 units 
of family housing with private capital under the provisions of title 
VIL of the National Housing Act, as amended. 

We are requesting authorization here for $640,000. It consists of 
one item, an officer quarters. 

The Cuatrman. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Colonel Jackson. Craig Air Force Base is the next location, Mr. 
Chairman, on page 348. 

The next installation to be considered is Craig Air Force Base, lo- 
cated 4 miles south-southeast of Selma, Ala. The mission of this 
base is for a Basic Instruction School and a Jet Aircraft Qualification 
School. The program amounts to $400,000 for Craig and involves 1 
item. This item is a 200-man airmen dormitory. The requirement 
for dormitory spaces at Craig is 1,019. There are existing 965, of 
which 437 are substandard. The 200 spaces contained in this request, 
plus the existing 528 permanent spaces, still make it necessary for 
the remaining requirement to be satisfied with continued utilization 
of substandard facilities. In addition, authorization is requested for 
the acquisition of 225 units of Wherry housing. 

We are requesting authorization here for $400,000 for airmen 
dormitories. 

The Cuairman. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Mr. Keutiener. Mr. Chairman, may I point out that last year’s 
item for a primary runway and some smaller items totaling about 
$2,200,000 were not funded. 

The CHarrmMan. Well, that will fade away unless they get the 
money within the next 2 years. 

Mr. Kevieuer. Yes, sir. 

The CuHarrmMan. Without objection. 

Now, Greenville Air Force Base. 

Colonel Jackson. Yes, sir, on page 250. 

treenville Air Force Base is the next installation to be considered, 
and it is located 6 miles north-northeast of Greenville, Miss. The 
planned use of this base is for single-engine pilot training. The pro- 
gram requested for Greenville totals $208,000 and includes 2 facilities. 

The first item is an ILS facility which will provide an all-weather 
capability for Greenville Air Force Base. 

he second item is a land easement right-of-way which is necessary 
for an access road to the ILS middle and outer markers. 

We are requesting here $208,000, for 2 items: An ILS facility, 
which is an instrument landing system, and a land easement right-of- 
way. 

The Cuarrman. All right, without objection, Greenville Air Force 
Base is approved. 

Colonel Jackson. James Connally Air Force Base, Mr. Chairman, 
is the next base, on page 353. 

The next installation to be considered is James Connally Air Force 
Base. It is located 1 mile north-northwest of Lacy Lakeview, Tex. 
The planned use of James Connally Air Force Base is for navigational 
radar interceptor training and primary basic navigator training. The 
program requested for James Connally involves 1 item amounting to 
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$750,000. This item is an 80-man officers quarters. At James Connally 
the requirement is 905 men. Only 408 spaces exist of which 300 are 

ermanent. This request will provide a small increment toward satis- 
fying the total requirement. 

In addition, authorization is requested for construction of 366 units 
of family housing with private capital under the provisions of title 
VIII of the National Housing Act, as amended. 

This bill also amends Public Law 84-968 to provide an additional 
$614,000 in authorization to correct increased costs on projects ap- 
proved by that law. 

We are requesting here authorization for $750,000, consisting of one 
item: An officers’ quarters. 

The CuarrmMan. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Now, tell me now what is the total amount of the Air Training 
Command authorizations in the bill ? 

Colonel Jackson. We are requesting, Mr. Chairman, $23,090,000. 

The Cuarrman. Allright. 

Now, the next one is Lowry Air Force Base. I want some facts in 
regard to that. Operational and training facilities, administrative 
facilities, troop housing, communication facilities and utilities, $5 
million. 

Colonel Jackson. Yes,sir. 

That is on page 355. 

The next location to be considered is situated 1 mile southeast of 
Denver, Colo. The planned use of this base is for a technical training 
headquarters and North American Air Defense Headquarters. The 
program requested for Lowry Air Force Base amounts to $5 million. 
This amount involves the construction of a combat operations center 
of 140,000 square feet for the Norad Headquarters activity. This 
facility will be used in conjunction with the existing facilities at 
Lowry to provide a complete headquarters complex for Norad. 

In addition, authorization is requested for the acquisition of 480 
units of Wherry housing. 

(Mr. Kelleher paar: 

The Cuarrman. Well, aren’t you getting ready to make some kind 
of atransfer down there ¢ 

General Rentz. I would like to answer that, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHarrman. Give us all the facts about this one now. 

General Rentz. At the present time Norad Headquarters is located 
at Ent Air Force Base, Colorado Springs. 

The headquarters moved into Ent when it was the Air Defense 
Command. 

Since that time it has become Norad, bringing in Army, Navy, and 
the Canadians—a joint headquarters. 

The facilities at Ent Air Force Base are entirely unsatisfactory. 
We have no chance of expansion at Ent. 

Ent is hemmed in by the city. If you go almost in any direction, 
you are acquiring very costly real estate. 

We have no communications center at Ent of the caliber that we 
should have in support of this important function. We have consid- 
ered all ways to give General Partridge and the Norad staff quarters 
suitable for their mission. 
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The interim Air Academy, as you know, Mr. Chairman, has been 
located at Lowry Air Force Base. 

The Cuarman. That is right. 

General Rentz. We are starting to occupy the permanent site of 
the Air Academy this September. 

Therefore, it was the Air Staff position that the facilities at Lowry 
could be economically and well utilized for the Norad function. 

It was the Air Force decision to put this item in the program to take 
care of a deficiency for the communications operations center of the 
Norad Headquarters. 

The CHarrman. I want to get this in my mind, to see if I follow 
you. Then you propose to transfer certain activities to Lowry. 

General Rentz. The Norad Headquarters, sir. 

The Cuarrman. What is it? Norad ? 

Mr. Ketitener. Norad—N-o-r-a-d. 

Colonel Jackson. North American Air Defense Command, Mr. 
Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. To Lowry ? 

General Rentz. That is correct. 

The Cuatrman. What becomes of your base today for Norad? Do 
you wind that up and it becomes out of the picture then ? 

r. Keiitener. Norad will continue, but in a new location, Mr. 
Chairman. There are 4 buildings—I believe it is 4—that were con- 
structed in connection with the temporary Academy at Lowry. 

The Cuarrman. They will not get rid of anything by the transfer? 

Mr. Ketiener. No, sir. The function continues in an enlarged 
fashion at Lowry. 

Mr. Rivers. What are you going to do with the facilities that you 
— out and leave? Are you going to give them away or tear them 

own? 

General Rentz. That has not been decided, as yet, Mr. Rivers. We 
are considering other utilization for it. I would also like to say at 
this time that due to the size of Ent Air Force Base it has been neces- 
sary to lease a large amount of commercial space in Colorado Springs. 
We have the Norad Headquarters scattered out all over Colorado 
Springs. 

Mr. Ketxrener. In leased space, Mr. Chairman. 

General Rentz. In leased space. It is a very difficult operation. 

The CHarmrman. And you propose to concentrate all of that at 
Lowry ? 

General Rentz. That is correct, sir. 

The Cuarrman. And Lowry will fade out as the interim Academy— 
when the Academy gets in full operation ? 

General Rentz. That is absolutely right. 

The Cuarrman. So we will have ample facilities at Lowry to con- 
solidate your activities in that area ; is that correct ? 

General Rentz. That is correct, sir. 

The Cuarrman. That is what you are driving for? 

General Rentz. Yes, sir. 

T would like to say this: The Air Force made the decision to locate 
Norad at Lowry. Since Norad is directly under the JCS, this deci- 
sion—the request for a decision or confirmation of the Air Force’s 
decision has gone to JCS. 
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At this time I must tell the committee that we do not have JCS 
approval to relocate the Norad Headquarters at Lowry. 

If the JCS comes back and says that the administrative part will 
be left at Ent, “You will build your COC in that area,” that is what 
we will have to do, sir, and that is what we will do. 

Due to this fact that we do not have JCS approval for the move- 
ment of this headquarters, I would like the chairman’s and the com- 
mittee’s permission to change this item from reading strictly “Lowry 
Air Force Base” to “Lowry or alternate site,” pending a decision of 
the Joint Chiefs of Staff as to the ultimate decision, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Why wouldn’t it be the sensible thing to just strike 
it out until a decision has been reached. 

General Bentz. If we do that, Mr. Chairman, we are going to lose 
an entire year of replacing unsatisfactory facilities and supplying 
much needed not only communications space but administrative space, 
sir. 

The Cuarrman. Allright. Without objection 

Mr. DurHam. How long has this been before the JCS ? 

General Rentz. I would say about 7 days, Mr. Durham. 

Mr. DurHam. Seven days? 

General Rentz. Yes, sir. 

The Cuairman. Withoyt objection, the name will be changed to 
Lowry 

Mr. Brooxs., Mr. Chairman, that—what alternate site do you have 
in mind? 

General Rentz. The alternate site could well be remainding at 
Ent with the COC at Peterson, which is in Colorado Springs, remain- 
ing at Ent and putting the COC back into the mountains around 
Colorado Springs to give it protective construction. 

Mr. Brooks. So if you don’t get the Joint Chiefs’ approval, it 
would be located in that area, COC premises, probably. 

General Rentz. I would say that is right, yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman—are you finished, Mr. Brooks? 

Mr. Brooks. I am through. 

Mr. Rivers. You said in response to the Chairman’s inquiry that 
you had ample facilities at Lowry. You don’t mean that. You are 
going to have to build a lot of things when you move up there, won’t 
you! 

General Rentz. Yes, sir, we will, the COC. 

Mr. Rivers. You meant by way of space you had it. You are going 
to have to do a lot of construction ? 

General Rentz. We have support facilities and administrative 
space. ai 

What we would need is this COC that is in the bill. 

The CuarrMan. That is right, you need this money. 

Mr. Rivers. Then you don’t have too much water at Colorado 
Springs, either, do you? You got a little more water up at Denver, 
haven't you / 

Mr. Keviener. Water. 

Mr. Rivers. You have a little more water up at Denver, haven’t 
you? 

Mr. Ketiener. At Colorado Springs. 

The CuarrmMan. Let’s don’t go into the water situation. 

General Dreyer. The personnel—— 
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The CHatrman. We sent Mr. Smart out there to determine how 
much water we had. 

Mr. Smart. It isstill all right, too. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Smart said it is fine water and good fishing 
places out there. It was on this recommendation, we O. K.’d the 
academy. 

Mr. Pricr. Mr. Chairman, may I have unanimous consent to ask 
a question, Mr. Chairman ? 

The CuarrMan. Yes, sir. [ Laughter. ] 

Mr. Price. General Rentz, you just stated a moment ago if you re- 
mained at Ent you would build the COC back in the mountains for 
protection. If you build it at Lowry, there is no protection of the 
mountains at Lowry. 

General Rentz. It could be done that way, Mr. Price, at the present 
time, and this costing is based on an ihsoiined construction. 

Mr. Price. Is it essential to have protection of the COC of the 
type that would require it to be built back in the mountains? 

General Rentz. The COC would be the item that had the highest 
priority for hardened construction. 

Mr. Price. The point I am getting at. You stated a moment ago 
that you are building in the mountains for protection and you state 
now you want to build it at Lowry and there are no mountains that 
would protect you. 

General Rentz. No, sir. I said the JCS may come in with the de- 
cision to do that. I did not say we would do that, sir, without the 
JCS recommendation. 

The Cuarrman. Now, General, are you in position to give the com- 
mittee some information in regard to what you refer as the COC? 

General Rentz. It is a combat operations center, Mr. Chairman. 

It will also be the terminal point for the BMEWS—B-M-E-W-S. 

That was an item presented to the closed session during the supple- 
mental hearing, sir. 

The Cuatrman. All right. 

Now, I suggest we change the name “Lowry Air Force Base” to 
“alternate sites,” is that the way you want to change it ? 

General Rentz. Lowry or alternate. 

The Cuarrman. All right, without objection the item is agreed to. 
Get to the next one. 

Colonel Jackson. Luke Air Force Base, Mr. Chairman, on page 
357. 

The next installation to be considered is Luke Air Force Base. It 
is located 11 miles west of Glendale, Ariz. Its planned use is for basic 
jet pilot training and air defense sector and division headquarters. 
The program requested for Luke Air Force Base totals $441,000 and 
consists of two items as follows: 

The first item is an armament and electronics shop addition. The 
requirement for this facility is 30,500 square feet; 14,454 square feet 
exists or is under construction. The facility request for this program 
will complete the requirement. 

The second item will provide an additional water well. The re- 
quirement is calculated at 2,325 TD. The present pumping capacity 
is only 1,845 TD. This facility will complete the requirement. ‘ 
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Now, we are requesting here $441,000 in authorization. It involves 
two items, Mr. Chairman. 

The major item is a shop for armament and electronics. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Without objection, the item is agreed to. 

Now, the next one. 

Colonel Jackson. Mather Air Force Base, Mr, Chairman, on 
page 360. 

The next installation to be considered is Mather Air Force Base, 
located 9 miles east of Sacramento, Calif. The planned use of this 
base is for navigator training and a Strategic Air Command bomber 
mission. The program requested for Mather Air Force Base totals 
$1,213,000 and it involves 4 items. All four of these items are in 
support of the Strategic Air Command mission. They are standard 
Strategic Air Command requirements. Nothing exists at Mather 
that can fill these requirements, hence new construction is requested. 
The facilities include an addition to the alert apron, a ready crew 
building, an ammunition storage facility, and supporting utilities. 

In addition, authorization is requested for construction of 220 
units of family housing with private capital under the provisions of 
title VIII of the National Housing Act as amended. 

We are requesting a total authorization here of $1,213,000. 

The major item is a ready crew facility for SAC alert and a utility 
item. 

The Cuatrman. Without objection, the item is approved. 

The next one is the 

Colonel Jackson. McConnell Air Force Base. 

The Cuarrman. McConnell. 

Colonel Jackson. On page 365. 

McConnell Air Force Base is the next installation to be considered 
and it is located 1 mile south-southeast of Wichita, Kans. Its planned 
use is for aircraft crew training, instructor training, and for a Tacti- 
cal Air Command fighter-bomber squadron. The program requested 
for McConnell totals $2,119,000 and it includes two items as follows: 

The first item is an addition to the operational apron which is nec- 
essary for the parking of additional B-47’s which are scheduled for 
McConnell to implement the expanded crew training program. 

The next item is for jet fuel hydrants. This facility will provide 
2 hydrants with 16 outlets in the new apron discussed above. 

In addition, authorization is requested for construction of 490 
units of family housing with private capital under the provisions 
of title VIII of the National Housing Act as amended. 

We are requesting here an authorization for $2,119,000. 

It involves two items. The major item is an addition to the aircraft 
parking apron. 

The Cuarrman. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Colonel Jackson. Nellis Air Force Base, on page 368. 

Nellis Air Force Base is the next installation to be considered which 
is located 8 miles northeast of Las Vegas, Nev. The planned use of 
Nellis Air Force Base is for jet pilot training, combat crew training, 
and gunnery staging for the Tactical Air Command. The program 
requested for Nellis Air Force Base amounts to $358,000, and it in- 
volves one item. This item is an engine inspection and repair shop 
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which will provide facilities to accommodate the function now being 
performed in an unusable World War II wooden type hangar. This 
hangar is so badly deteriorated that it will be demolished upon com- 
pletion of this shop. : 

In addition, authorization is requested for construction of 200 units 
of family housing with private capital under the provisions of title 
VIII of the National Housing Act as amended. 

We are requesting authorization here for $358,000. It involves one 
item: An aircraft inspection and repair shop. 

The Cuairman. Without objection. 

Now, the next one is the Perrin Air Force Base, Sherman, Tex. 

Colonel Jackson. Page 370, Mr. Chairman. 

The next installation to be considered is Perrin Air Force Base 
located 5 miles north-northwest of Sherman, Tex. The planned use 
of this base is for fighter interceptor combat crew training and for 
intercept instructors. The program requested for Perrin amounts to 
$319,000 and it will provide one item. This item is a shelter which 
will be used for aircraft weapons calibration. This is a specially con- 
structed facility of nonradar-reflecting type materials which can be 
used to house the fighter-type aircraft while it is on check for weapons 
boresighting and harmonization. 

This bill also amends Public Law 85-241 to provide an additional 
$177,000 in authorization to correct increased costs on projects ap- 
proved by that law. 

We are requesting authorization here for $319,000. 

It involves one item: An aircraft weapons calibration shelter. 

The Cuarrman,. Off the record. 

(Discussion off the record. ) 

The Cuatrman. I just want to make those notes. 

All right, the next is the Randolph Air Force Base. 

Colonel Jackson. Yes, sir; on page 372. 

The next location to be considered is Randolph Air Force Base. It 
is situated 1 mile south-southeast of Universal City, Tex. Its planned 
use is for the headquarters of the Air Training Command, helicopter 
pilot training and combat crew training for KC_97 tankers. The pro- 
gram requested amounts to $245,000 and provides two items. 

The first item is radio tower relocation. This tower is a civilian- 
owned radio tower 3 miles off the north end of the runway. It has 
been struck by Air Force aircraft and has a flight safety measure. It 
is considered necessary that it be relocated. An agreement has been 
reached with the civilian concerned who owns the tower regarding 
this relocation. 

The second item is a modification of the sewage treatment and dis- 
posal plant which will provide for the construction of sanitary sewage 
multidigesters with necessary agitators. Existing sludge tanks form 
heavy mats of sludge on top and prevents the escape of gases. 

In addition, authorization is requested for the acquisition of 612 
units of Wherry housing. 

We are requesting here $245,000 for 2 items. 

The Cuarrman. Without objection, the item is approved. 

The next is Sheppard Air Force Base. 

Colonel Jackson. Yes, sir; on page 375. 

Sheppard Air Force Base is the next location to be considered and it 
is situated 3 miles north of Wichita Falls, Tex. The planned use of 











this base is for technical training and for a Strategic Air Command 
heavy bomber unit. The program requested amounts to $2,051,000. 
The items involved include the following : 

The first item is a ready alert crew building for Strategic Air Com- 
mand crews on 24-hour alert. 

The next item is an ammunition shop which will be used for work 
on all types of ammunition and training explosives. 

The next item is a 40-man officers’ quarters. The requirement for 
this facility is 394 spaces. Only 49 permanent spaces exist along with 
168 substandard spaces. This request will provide an increment to- 
wards satisfying the large deficiency. 

The next item is a service club. The requirement for this facility 
is 47,600 square feet; 28,309 square feet of substandard space exists. 
The 19,800 square feet requested in this program will only partly fill 
the deficiency. 

The remaining item will provide utilities for the Strategic Air Com- 
mand alert area. 

In addition, authorization is requested for construction of 500 units 
of family housing with private capital under the provisions of title 
VIII of the National Housing Act as amended. 

The Cuarrman. Wichita Falls. 

Colonel Jackson. Wé are requesting here $2,051,000. 

The major item is a ready crew building for SAC alert and a service 
club. 

The CHatmrMan. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Now, General, I think the next item, Stead Air Force Base, Reno, 
should be reduced from $630,000 down to $571,000. 

Colonel Jackson. That is correct, Mr. Chairman. 

The next location to be considered is Stead Air Force Base. It is 
located 10 miles northwest of Reno, Nev. The planned use of this 
base is for combat crew training survival, helicopter training, and a 
SAGE unit. The program requested totals $571,000. It involves 
the following items: 

The next item is a warehouse which is required for storing troop 
supply items and parts for the SAGE direction center. There is 
nothing existing to satisfy this requirement. 

The next item is a wing headquarters for the SAGE unit. One hun- 
dred and five personnel are planned for use of this facility. Nothing 
exists at Stead which can be used for this activity. 

The last item isa chapel with an educational wing. The requirement 
for chapels at Stead is 600 seats. One hundred and fifty seats exist and 
this addition will enlarge the chapel to 300 seats, therefore this will 
satisfy half the total requirement. 

The Cuairman. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Mr. Duruam. What are you cutting out ? 

Colonel Jackson. Storage base, diesel fuel. 

Mr. Keiiener. No longer required. 

Colonel Jackson. There is a $68,000 item no longer required. 

The CuHamman. Now the next item. 

Colonel Jackson. The next base, Mr. Chairman. 

The next location is Vance Air Force Base situated 3 miles south- 
southwest of Enid, Okla. The planned use of this base is for basic 
single engine pilot training. The program amounts to $1,770,000. It 
includes the following items: 
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The first item is an overrun and runway barrier on the north end 
of the primary runway. 

The second item will provide an instrument landing system at 
Vance to increase all-weather capability of this installation. 

The third item is a field maintenance hangar. The requirement for 
this hanger is 116,608 square feet. Only 67,110 square feet exist, of 
which 19,502 square feet is substandard. The requested 59,237 
square feet will just barely satisfy the requirement. 

In addition, authorization is requested for construction of 230 units 
of family housing with private capital under the provisions of title 
VIII of the National Housing Act as amended. 

Vance Air Force Base, Mr. Chairman, on page 386. 

We are requesting authorization here for $1,770,000. 

The major item 

The Cuarrman. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Colonel Jackson. Webb Air Force Base, page 390. 

Webb Air Force Base is the next location to be considered and it is 
situated 2 miles southwest of Big Springs, Tex. The planned use of 
Webb Air Force Base is for basic pilot training, a SAGE installa- 
tion and an ADC fighter mission. The program requested for Webb 
amounts to $3,081,000. The majority of the items in this request are 
required to support the Air Defense Command fighter unit scheduled 
for deployment to this location. 

The facilities requested are all deficiencies and cannot be satisfied 
by the use of any existing facilities. The facilities in this category 
include an overrun in the primary instrument runway; a replacement 
of 1,000 feet of the primary instrument runway; an alert taxiway in 
the ADC alert hangar; an aircraft parking apron; a communications 
receiver; a UHF direction-finding facility; a radio beacon; utilities; 
ramp electrification; and, land and necessary site preparation. Other 
items at Webb are required in support of the basic training mission 
and include strengthening of a section of the operational apron which 
is required because the existing apron has deteriorated and has be- 
come unusable because of jet fuel spillage. 

The remaining item is a jet engine inspection and repair shop which 
is required in order to release space. This function is currently per- 
formed in a portion of the field maintenance shop. Nothing else 
exists to satisfy this requirement. 

We are requesting $3,081,000. 

The CramrMan. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Colonel Jackson. Williams Air Force Base, Mr. Chairman, page 
406. 

The last Air Training Command base to be considered is Williams 
Air Force Base located 9 miles east of Chandler, Ariz. The planned 
use of this base is for advanced flying instructor training, basic jet 
pilot training, and a fighter unit. The program requested for Wil- 
liams Air Force Base totals $1,361,000 and consists of 2 items: 

The first item involves the stabilization of the existing overrun on 
the northwest end of the primary runway. 

The second item will provide for the construction of 41,329 square 
feet. of organizational maintenance hangar; 241,000 square feet of 
organizational maintenance hangar space is required at Williams and 
only 48,000 square feet exist, and this space is all substandard. 
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In addition, authorization is requested for construction of 150 units 
of family housing with private capital under the provisions of title 
VIII of the National Housing Act as amended. 

We are requesting here $1, 361,000. 

The Cuarrman. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Colonel Jackson. That completes volume I, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Now pass around the other v olume, please. 

Mr. Keiiener. It is up there, Mr. Chairman. Volume IT is there. 

The Cuarman. All right; now, Continental Air Command. 
Brooks Air Force Base, San Antonio, Tex. 

Colonel Jackson. The first Continental Air Command installation 
to be considered is Brooks Air Force Base, located approximately 6 
miles south-southeast of San Antonio, Tex. The planned use of this 
base is for the School of Aviation Medicine, an Aero Medical Trans- 
port unit, and an Air Reserve flying center. The total program re- 
quested at Brooks amounts to $1,805,000 which includes the following 
items: 

The first item is an airman dormitory. At Brooks the requirement 
is for 1,210 airmen dormitory spaces. There are existing 2,220 spaces, 
of which only 400 are considered permanent and usable. The 400 
requested in this program will provide approximately two-thirds of 
the eventual replacement requirement. 

The next item is an airman dining hall. The requirement is for 
1,210 spaces and there is no permanent dining hall existing. The 
requested 800-man dining hall will provide approximately two-thirds 
of the requirement and will support the dormitory discussed pre- 
viously. 

The last item is an officers’ quarters of 48 men. The requirement 
for the officers’ quarters is 222 spaces. There are existing 168 spaces, 
all of which are substandard. This request for 48 men will be the 
first permanent officers’ quarters at Brooks. 

The Cuarrman. Troop housing, $1,805,000. 

Colonel Jackson. Yes, sir. 

The Cuamman. What is included in this item of Continental Air 
Command? 

Colonel Jackson. Yes, sir. That is on page 2 of volume II. As 
you have stated, $1,805,000 

The Cuatrman. Wait 1 minute. 

Mr. Ketiener. What is the total for Continental Air Command ? 

The Cuatrman. What is the total item in the bill for Continental 
Air Command? 

Colonel Jackson. $13,744,000. 

The Cuarrman. Briefly tell the committee what constitutes Conti- 
nental Air Command. 

Colonel Jackson. Three locations, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. I mean what is its military mission ? 

General Dreyer. Mr. Chairman, the mission of Continental Air 
Command is to discharge within the continental United States field 
responsibilities of the USAF Chief of Staff with respect to Reserve 
forces for the Air Force that are assigned Continental Air Com- 
mand, including supervision and inspection of Air National Guard; 
domestic emergencies; miscellaneous administrative functions. In 
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event of war or other emergency, mobilize units and/or individuals of 
the Air Force Reserve that are assigned to the Continental Air Com- 
mand. This program contains a request for $13,740,000 and provides 
facilities at 3 locations. 

Included in the program is $1,805,000 for facilities at the School 
of Aviation Medicine, Brooks Air Force Base; the second increment 
of phased operational facilities to support a SAC mission at Clinton 
County Air Force Base totaling $11,763,000, and $172,000 for a heat- 
ing plant at Dobbins Air Force Base. 

The CuarrMan. I think the facts will warrant the committee to 
reduce the one at Clinton Air Force Base, from $11,763,000 to 
$11,589,000. 

General Rentz. Mr. Chairman, this item has been discussed. It is 
the shop armament at Clinton County, armament electronics. The 
armament and electronics shop is one of the most important functions 
performed on the base. Every aircraft and every weapon we have 
today is more electronic than ever before. But Clinton County is 
going to have the KC—97’s there. 

Colonel Jackson. Clinton County Air Force Base is the next in- 
stallation to be considered and it is located 2 miles south-southeast of 
Wilmington, Ohio. The planned use of this base is for Strategic Air 
Command tanker units and Air Force Reserve activities. The total 
program requested for Clinton County amounts to $11,763,000. The 
fiscal year 1958 supplemental construction program provides the first 
increment of facilities to support the Strategic Air Command mission 
at Clinton County. All items in this program will provide a second 
increment of Strategic Air Command facilities and are all necessary 
in order to accommodate the operational units scheduled for this base. 
The items involved are standard Strategic Air Command requirements 
and nothing exists at Clinton County which will meet the need of the 
activities for which the facilities requested are required. 

The facilities involved in this request include aircraft parking apron, 
apron for access to maintenance docks, jet fuel hydrants, liquid fuel 
truck fill stands, navigational facilities, combination crash and struc- 
tural fire station, alert crew maintenance shops, operations building, 
training facility, aircraft maintenance shops, ground powered equip- 
ment shop, aircraft maintenance docks, a parachute and dinghy shop, 
aviation fuel storage, normal base storage facilities, Seale and 
group headquarters building, troop housing and messing facilities, a 
chapel, an exchange store, and necessary supporting utilities. 

General Rentz. Now, we have gone back to the Strategic Air Com- 
mand and talked this requirement over with them. They said since 
the KC-97’s only will be located at Clinton County, that they would 
not object to a reduction in scope of the armament and electronics shop. 

The CuatrMan. Without objection, it is agreed to. 

Colonel Jackson. The next base to be considered is Dobbins Air 
Force Base located 3 miles southeast of Marietta, Ga. The planned 
use of this base is for an air division headquarters, a fighter-inter- 
ceptor wing headquarters, and Air Force Reserve activities. The pro- 
gram requested for Dobbins amounts to $172,000 and it involves one 
item—a heating plant. 

This facility is necessary to fill a deficiency. The requirement at 
Dobbins is 1,305 horsepower. Existing horsepower is 783. The re- 
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quested 522 horsepower will meet the minimum heating requirement 
for this base. 

Now the next item is Headquarters Command. Andrews Air Force 
Base, $18 million. We all know about Andrews over here. 

Colonel Jackson. The mission of the Headquarters Command is to 
provide proficiency flying, training, housekeeping and support of 
United States Air Force personnel in the Washington area. Specifi- 
cally, this command provides administrative and logistic support for 
the USAF Headquarters Squadron, for those Air Force units sta- 
tioned within the Washington area where inherent organizational 
does not permit other support, and such other missions as may be di- 
rected by the Chief of Staff, USAF. This program contains a request 
for $18,937,000 for Headquarters Command and provides facilities at 
one (1) location, primarily to allow the moving of combat readiness 
training (CRT) activities from Bolling Air Force Base to Andrews 
Air Force Base. 

Colonel Jackson. The only Headquarters Command installation to 
be considered is Andrews Air Force Base located 1 miles east of Camp 
Springs, Md. The planned use of this base is for Headquarters of 
Air Research and Development Command, an air transport squadron 
for special missions, and Air Defense Command fighter mission and 
combat-ready training flying. The total program requested for An- 
drews amounts to $18.9 $7,000. This program consists of the follow- 
ing items: 

The first item will provide for the construction of a parallel runway 
9,300 feet long and 200 feet wide, heavy-duty pavement. The con- 
struction of this runway is mandatory in order to accommodate the 
expected increase in traffic brought about by the scheduled phasing 
out of flying activities from Bolling Air Force Base and Anacostia 
Naval Air Station to Andrews. 

The next item provides access from maintenance hangar to the op- 
erational apron for the special air missions squadron scheduled for 
Andrews. 

The next item provides aircraft parking apron for the parking of 
13 special air missions types aircraft which are scheduled to move to 
Andrews from Washington National Airport. 

The next item will provide an organizational maintenance hangar 
for base assigned aircraft. ( ‘urrently only 102,700 square feet exists 
at Andrews for this function, with a deficiency of approximately 282 
now existing. The 77,630-square-foot hangar will provide an incre- 
ment toward s satisfying this deficiency. 

The next item is also an organizational maintenance hangar. How- 
ever, this hangar is intended to satisfy the special requirements of the 
special air missions squadron transferring from Washington Na- 
tional Airport to Andrews. 

The next item is an aircraft engine inspection and repair shop. The 
requirement for this function is 28,738 square feet. Against this re- 
quirement only 7,961 square feet exists—all substand: wd space in an 
old hangar. The requested facility will satisfy the remaining require- 
ments for an engine buildup activity. 

The next item will provide aviation fuel storage. The requirement 
for fuel storage is 52,200 barrels; 17,145 barrels exist or are under 
construction. The requested 5,000 barrels will provide an increment 
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toward satisfaction of the requirement. The next item is a tactical 
group headquarters. This facility will be used for the headquarters 
of the special air missions squadron. Nothing exists at Andrews 
that can be used for this purpose. 

The last item is a heating plant which will provide an additional 
1,000 horsepower to the Andrews heating plant to accommodate the 
current base expansion. 

Colonel Jackson. Page 46, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Without objection, those are approved. 

Colonel Jackson. All right, sir. 

The Cuatmrman. Now the next is Donaldson Air Force Base, Green- 
ville, S.C. 

Colonel Jackson. Donaldson Air Force Base is the next location to 
be considered, It is situated 714 miles south-southeast of Greenville, 
S.C. The planned use of this base is for a troop-carrier mission and 
and an Air Reserve activity. The program requested for Donaldson 
totals $78,000 and involves one item. 

This item is an aircraft periodic maintenance shop. There is noth- 
ing existing at Donaldson which can be used for the purpose of pro- 
viding shop space required to support eight aircraft maintenance docks. 
This facility will house maintenance control personnel, storage space 
for aircraft maintenance stands, tow bars, aircraft jacks, parts storage, 
locker space, and so forth. 

The CHarrMan. Maintenance facilities, $78,000. Now, this is the 
Military Air Transport Service. 

The CuatrmMan. What is the mission of the Military Air Transport 
Service ¢ 

MILITARY AIR TRANSPORT SERVICE 


General Dreyer. The mission of the Military Air Transport 
Service is to provide (1) airlift required in support of approved joint 
war plans; (2) scheduled airlift for the Department of Defense within 
the continental United States, between the continental United States 
und overseas areas, and between and within overseas areas as directed 
by higher authority; (3) worldwide air transport, air weather, air- 
ways and air communications, and air rescue service systems; (4) 
flight service within the Zone of Interior; (5) organization and train- 
ing of air resupply and communications services; (6) supervision and 
control and maintenance of primary facilities required for perform- 
ing its assigned mission; and (7) theater jurisdiction in overseas areas 
where MATS units are stationed but which are outside the jurisdiction 
of any theater commander. This program contains a request for 
$7,775,000 for Military Air Transport Service and provides facilities 
at 4 locations. 

Included within the Military Air Transport Service total program 
are facilities for air-defense missions costing $222,000; facilities for 
United States Navy air-transport squadron at 1 base, costing $672,000 ; 
facilities for SAC tanker missions at 2 bases, costing $4,490,000. The 
remainder of the program is composed of items to satisfy the basic 
MATS mission requirements. 

Colonel Jackson. The next installation to be considered is Dover 
Air Force Base, located approximately 4 miles southeast of Dover, Del. 
The planned use of this base is for air-transport squadrons, an Air 
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Defense Command fighter unit, and a Strategic Air Command tanker 
mission. The program requested at Dover Air Force Base totals 
$3,373,000. A number of items in the Dover program will provide 
a second increment of facilities for the Strategic Air Command mis- 
sion for which construction was initiated through the fiscal year 1958 
supplemental construction program. The facilities involved will 
fill a deficiency requirement for Strategic Air Command, and nothing 
exists at Dover which can meet the requirement. Facilities in this 
category include a ready alert crew building for crews on 24-hour alert, 
squadrons operations buildings, an operation mission training build- 
ing, aircraft-maintenance shops, an armament and electronics shop, 
a parachute and dinghy shop, and utilities supporting items in this 
rogram. 

Other facilities in the Dover program in support of the normal base 
mission include the following: 

The first 2 items will provide overruns for 1 end of the cross-wing 
runway, and 1 end of the instrument runway. At present, the over- 
runs on these runways have badly deteriorated and are a distinct 
hazard to flying operations. 

The next item will provide aircraft ready shelter for protection of 
the assigned Air Defense Command aircraft in inclement weather. 

The next item is an aircraft engine inspection and repair shop. 
The requested facility is necessary to fill an existing deficiency of this 
activity. 

The last item is a ground-powered equipment shop. The 4,300 
square feet requested for this facility cannot be met through the use 
of any existing facility at Dover Air Force Base. 

In addition, authorization is requested for construction of 500 units 
of family housing with private capital under the provisions of title 
VIII of the National Housing Act, as amended. 

McGuire Air Force Base is the next location to be considered, and 
it is located 1 mile southeast of Wrightstown, N. J. The planned use 
of this base is for air-transport squadrons, a Strategic Air Command 
tanker mission, an Air Defense Command missile unit, and an Air 
Defense Command fighter mission. The program requetsed for 
McGuire totals $3,901,000. 

The majority of items requested for this base will provide a second 
increment of facilities for the Strategic Air Command tanker mission 
scheduled for this base. The first increment of facilities was provided 
through the fiscal year 1958 supplemental construction program. Fa- 
cilities requested in this program are all deficiencies, the need for 
which cannot be met through the use of any facilities now existing at 
McGuire. Items in this category include a ready alert crew building, 
a squadron operations building, an operational mission training facil- 
ity, a periodic and organizational maintenance shop, an engine 
inspection and repair shop, an armament and electronics shop, a 
ground-powered equipment shop, and officers’ quarters for Strategic 
Air Command tanker unit. 

Two items being requested at McGuire are in support of a Military 
Air Transport Command naval transport unit. These are an aircraft 
field-maintenance shop and an aircraft-maintenance dock. The need 
for these items cannot be met through the use of any existing facilities. 

The remaining items at McGuire will support the normal base mis- 
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sion or the joint requirements of the Military Air Transport Service 
units, the Strategic Air Command units, and the Navy units. Items 
in this category include a TACAN station, which is a Navaid for 
McGuire, a maintenance dock, and utilities. 

In addition, authorization is requested for construction of 1,750 units 
of family housing with private capital under the provisions of title 
VIII of the National Housing Act, as amended. 

The next location is Scott Air Force Base. It is located 3 miles 
east-southeast of Shiloh, Il. Its planned use is for headquarters of 
the Military Air Transport Service, the Air Weather Service Head- 
quarters, headquarters of the Airways and Air Communications Serv- 
ice, and an Air Force Reserve activity. The program requested for 
Scott Air Force Base amounts to $423,000 and includes 1 item. 

This item will provide 200 dormitory spaces for Scott. The require- 
ment for dormitory spaces at Scott Air Force Base is 1,919. There are 
existing dormitory spaces of 4,731. However, only 168 are considered 
permanent and usable. There are 600 permanent spaces under con- 
struction, which provide Scott Air Force Base with usable assets of 
768 spaces. The 200 spaces requested here will fill approximately one- 
half of the permanent dormitory requirement. 

The Cuatmman. Now, I think that the committee would be war- 
ranted in approving Donaldson, Dover, McGuire, and Scott, with a 
reduction in Dover from $3,373,000 down to $2,870,000. 

Mr. Krrcntn. You are eliminating what ? 

Mr. Kevtitener. Page 74, Mr. Chairman. 

The Carman. Page 74. 

Mr. Rivers. Could I ask the general, Did you mention in those 
enumerations of the MATS mission, SAC support ? 

Coloned Jackson. Yes, sir. 

General Dreyer. I don’t think it was spelled out specifically as SAC 
support, but it does consider that in the more or less generic expres- 
sion- 

Mr. Rivers. In our investigation, the first thing they mentioned was 
support of SAC as their primary mission. 

General Dreyer. It says “airlift required in support of approved 
joint war plans.” Of course, the SAC plans are joint war plans and, 
of course, this is the No. 1 mission of MATS. 

Mr. Rivers. All right. 

The CuatrmMan. Without objection, the item at Dover 

Mr. Price. Mr. Chairman, [ am not objecting. I want to approve 
it. But I would like to ask a question with reference to Scott Air 
Force Base. 

General Rentz, you just had a changeover from the ATC to MATS, 
in the operation of that base ? 

General Rentz. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Pricer. I note in your justification book that you have an authori- 
zation not yet in inventory of $15,328,000. 

Now, I know you couldn’t answer this question at this time, but 
I would appreciate it if you would give me a report on the status of 
those items. 

General Rentz. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Price, I will give you a definitive answer on that. 

















I would say that those items authorized and not yet in inventory 
are items we had programed for the training command mission in 
Scott that are no longer required in support of the MATS mission. 

Mr. Price. Will you give me a complete report on that / 

General Rentz. I certainly will; yes, sir. 

(The information requested is as follows :) 

Projects making up the total of $15,328,000 indicated as being “authorization 
not yet in inventory” are projects which are completed but not reflected in the 
real property inventory of the base; projects which are funded and may be 
under construction, advertisement, or in the process of advertising ; and projects 
previously authorized and proposed for funding in the fiscal year 1959 military 
construction program. The major items comprising this list for Scott Air Force 


Base are: 
Item and beneficial occupancy date 
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The Cuarrman. Without objection, we reduce the item for Dover 
Air Base to $2,871,000. 

Now the next is the Strategic Air Command. 

General Dreyer. $153,156,000 for the Strategic Air Command. 

The CuarrMan. All right. Now tell the committee briefly the 
military objective of the Strategic Air Command. 

Colonel Jackson. The eighth Zone of Interior major command to 
be reviewed is the Strategic Air Command. The mission of this com- 
mand is to organize, train, equip, administer, and prepare a force 
apable of conducting strategic air operations in accordance with 
directives and policies issued by Headquarters, United States Air 
Force. This program contains a request for $153,156,000 for the 
Strategic Air Command and provides facilities at 39 locations. 

Included in the Strategic Air Command program is an amount of 
$65,406,000 to provide alert capability at 15 heavy bomber bases and 
15 medium bomber bases. An amount of $23,661,000 is requested to 
provide additional facilities required at 10 heavy bomber home bases. 
Of this amount, approximately $4,300,000 is requested for facilities 
necessary to convert Beale Air Force Base to heavy bomber home 
base and approximately $8 million is included for airfield pavement 
strengthening and replacement. An amount of $4,888,000 is re- 
quested to provide additional facilities necessary at six heavy bomber 
dispersal bases included in prior programs. An amount of $13,- 
152,000 is contained in this program to provide for construction of 
the second increment of facilities at Richard Bong Air Force Base. 

An amount of $148,000 will provide facilities to support SAGE. 
An amount of $3,809,000 is requested to accommodate redeployment 
of Air Defense fighter missions at three bases. In addition, $2,- 
642,000 is included to provide required facilities for air defense mis- 
sions at seven Strategic Air Command bases. 
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The remainder of the Strategic Air Command program, amounting 
to $39,461,000, will provide for items required to support the basic 
mission throughout the entire command. 

In addition to the rogram specified in the foregoing paragraphs, 
facilities to support the Strategic Air Command are included within 
other major Zone of Interior commands, as follows : 
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This authorization requested within other commands amounts to a 
total of $69,736,000. 

The Cuatrman. This involves the dispersal fields. They are all 
taken care of in here. 

General Dreyer. The home bases, dispersal bases, and the alert 
facilities for SAC, yes, sir. 

The Cuarmman. Allright. 

General Dreyer. And tanker relocation. 

The Cuatrman. I think the facts warrant the reduction of a small 
amount on the first item, from $4,132,000 to $4,051,000. 

Colonel Jackson. That is correct, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Without objection, that is agreed to. 

Mr. DurHam. What base is that ? 

Colonel Jackson. That is Altus Air Force Base, on page 95. 

The Cuarrman. Altus. 

Colonel Jackson. The first Strategic Air Command base to be 
considered is Altus Air Force Base. It is located approximately 2 
miles east-northeast of Altus, Okla. Its planned use is for a Strategic 
Air Command heavy bomb mission and an Air Defense Command 
fighter unit. It will also be used as a Strategic Air Command Air 
Division Headquarters. The program requested for Altus Air Force 
Base amounts to $4,051,000. It includes the following items: 

The first item is an operational alert apron which will provide 
parking for alert aircraft. ' ' 

The next item is a rapcon center which will provide air traffic control 
under all weather conditions. 

The next item will provide lighting for an existing taxiway. The 
taxiway connects the heavy bomber apron to the runway end. 

The next item is a ready crew building to accommodate Strategic 
Air Command crews on alert duty. 

The next item will provide an ammunition storage magazine for the 
Strategic Air Command. ‘ : 

The next item will provide utilities for support of the new Strategic 
Air Command alert area. 

The last item will provide land to maintain necessary safety clear- 
ance around alert aircraft. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Brooks is recognized now. He has some 
amendment in regard to Barksdale. Colonel Jackson, first. 

Colonel Jackson. The next location is Barksdale Air Force Base. 
It is situated 1 mile west of Bossier City, La. The planned use of this 
base is for a Strategic Air Command Air Force Headquarters, a Stra- 
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tegic Air Command heavy bomber mission, and Air Division Head- 

quarters, an Air Force Reserve activity, and other missions. The | 
program requested for Barksdale totals $3,355,000. It includes the 
following items: 

The first item will provide for the strengthening of a runway access 
taxiway. This taxiway has begun to fail under channelized traffic of 
B-47’s. This failure will be rapidly accelerated under expected B-52 
traffic, hence it is urgent that this strengthening be accomplished at 
the earliest possible date. 

The next item will provide a parking apron for alert aircraft. 

The next item will provide a facility to house the Strategic Air Com- 
mand crews on alert duty. 

The last item will provide utility support for the new alert area. 

This bill also amends Public Law 85-241 to provide an additional 
$289,000 in authorization to correct increased costs on projects ap- 
proved by that law. 

Mr. Brooks. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask first about the 
matter—what about the housing situation down there at Barksdale? 
General, are you familiar with that? 

General Rentz. I certainly am, Mr. Brooks. I made a trip not 
over 30 days ago down to Barksdale and reviewed their requirements 
down there. At a base such as Barksdale, a permanent B-52 base, 
we would like to get just as good facilities as possible for the men. 

As you know, we have had quite a turnover of SAC personnel, as 
General LeMay has mentioned many times. We consider adequate 
barracks as one of the primary necessities for the airmen living. 
Due to the tightness of this program—and when I say “tightness” 
I mean that this amount was arrived at after looking at $2 billion 
worth of firm requirements for the Air Force—it was necessary to 
defer some of the barracks at Barksdale to stay within the limits of 
the program. 

At the present time Barksdale lacks 461 spaces of permanent bar- 
racks to complete their requirement as authorized by the Secretary 
of Defense Office, which is 75 percent of the total housing require- 
ments. It lacks 461 spaces. 

If the program had not been as tight as it was and is, we would 
have included the additional barracks for Barksdale in there. 

Mr. Brooks. Let me ask you this: You have some troop housing 
down there that was built in 1941. It is temporary housing; isn’t 
that correct? 

General Rentz. That is correct. 

Mr. Brooxs. Now, is that the housing you refer to as inadequate? 

General Rentz. Yes, sir; I am referring to that type housing, the 
mobilization-type structures that are substandard, sir. 

Mr. Brooks. It was 5-year type construction in 1941? 

General Rentz. It was built for 5 years’ life; yes, sir. 

Mr. Brooks. Its maintenance is extremely high, isn’t it? 

General Rentz. Yes, sir. We spent more on the maintenance of 
substandard facilities, naturally, than on the permanent type. As 
I stated in my opening statement, we have made little progress in 
replacement of these substandard facilities because of the other oper- 
ational requirements of this program. 
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Mr. Brooxs. Now, of course, I have had occasion to see some of 
that. I was told that no troops would be assigned to that housin 
once it is vacated because it is in such dilapidated shape. Woul 
you say that is too strong? | 

General Rentz. Well, I know that General McConnell, who is in 
charge of the Air Force, located at Barksdale, feels very strongly 
about taking care of his airmen in an adequate manner, and if he can 
perform the mission at Barksdale without utilizing this housing, that 
is what he is going to do. 

Mr. Brooks. Was a request made of the Air Force for additional 
housing there / 

General Renvz. I would say that that request was contained in the 
$2 billion I mentioned ; yes, sir. 

Mr. Brooxs. And how much was requested 4 

General Renz. Well, it was requested up to limitations, for 400 
additional spaces, Mr. Brooks. 

Mr. Brooks. What is 400 spaces? How much is that ? 

General Rentz. It would be two 200-man dormitories. 

Mr. Brooks. What is the cost on two 200-man dormitories ? 

General Ren'rz. The cost of the spaces for 400 men would be 
approximately $925,000. 

Mr. Brooks. Now, that request was made up to you and you in- 
cluded it in your $2 billion. Now, when you cut down—do you make 
the request now / 

General Renrz. Sir? 

Mr. Brooks. If this were presented to you now, would you make the 
request? Do you feel that that is important enough to make the 
request, for 400 units, two 200-men units 4 

General Rentz. Of course, I would have to have air staff concur- 
rence to make a request such asthat. I think the 400 additional spaces 
at Barksdale is a firm requirement, and if we don’t put it in this year, 
we will probably put it in next year, sir. 

Mr. Brooxs. Of course, you have lost a year in the meantime. 

The Cuatrman. In the meantime there is only $925,000 involved in 
it. When we get to acting on the amendments, I hope Mr. Brooks will 
suggest to increase it $925,000. 

General Rentz. Yes, sir. 

The CHarrMan. So we will bear that in mind. 

Mr. Brooks. That is later on, in reference to units. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

Mr. Kerreuer. No, sir. This would be the appropriate place for 
the amendment, at this point. 

The Cuatrman. I wouldn’t put it in here. But we will act on it 
later on, when we come back. 

Mr. Kevtiener. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Now, members of the committee, Mr. Kelleher and I have examined 
all these Strategic Air Commands. You know that is the backbone of 
our deterrent forces. 

We find that in 2 or 3 places we can bring about a reduction without 
hurting the service. 

Now, the first one would be Beale Air Force Base, where we would 
reduce that to $786,000. 
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Colonel Jackson. The next location is Beale Air Force Base sit- 
uated 9 miles east of Marysville, Calif. The planned use of this base 
is for a SAC heavy bomb mission, an air defense sector headquarters, 
and other missions. The program requested for Beale totals $9,- 
068,000. It includes the following items. 

The first item will provide taxiway access to the seven maintenance 
docks in this program. 

The next item will permit the construction of a ready alert crew 
facility to house Strategic Air Command crews on a 24-hour alert. 

The next item is an operation mission training building which 
houses a radar training function, flight simulators, gunnery trainer, 
code rooms, and classrooms. 

The next item is an aircraft organizational maintenance shop. This 
facility will involve the relocation of an existing building to the flight 
line to provide space for equipment for crews "performing organiza- 
tional maintenance on assigned aircraft. 

The next item is an aircraft field maintenance shop. The require- 
ment for this facility is 56,000 square feet. There is presently under 
construction 27,000 square feet. The facility requested here will fill 
the aircraft maintenance shop deficiency. 

The next item is an aircraft engine inspection and repair shop. 
Nothing exists at Beale for this activity and the requested facility 
will fill the requirement. 

The next item is an aircraft periodic maintenance shop. This item 
involves the relocation of an existing 2,500 square feet building to the 
vicinity of the flight line so that it can be used for period maintenance 
on assigned aircraft. 

The next item will provide four maintenance dockets for mainte- 
nance of assigned aircraft. 

The next item is a jet engine test stand. This will provide 1 jet 
engine test stand capable of testing engines up to 20,000 pounds 
thrust. 

The next item is a ground powered equipment shop. This item will 
provide for the reloc ‘ation of 5,729 square feet of an existing building 
in the vicinity of the flight line. It will be used for the m: aintenance 
of approximately 227 pieces of ground powered equipment. 

The next item is a warehouse. The requirement for warehousing at 
Beale is 140,000 square feet. Although 185 square feet exists at Be: male, 
all but 3,000 square feet consists of old substandard World War II 
mobilization-type building with light floor loading capability. The 
warehousing contained in this request will provide an increment 
toward satisfying the warehouse requirement at Beale. 

The next item is a 50-bed hospital. Although this item appears as 
a replacement the hospital which previously ex xisted at Beale has been 
dismantled and removed to make way for the current runway and 
taxiway construction. Therefore, without this requested facility no 
medical capability will exist at Beale. 

The next item is a wing headquarters. This item will involve the 
modification of an existing building for the administrative functions 
of the Strategic Air Command’s unit assigned to Beale. 

The next item is an officers’ open mess. Nothing exists at Beale 
which will satisfy this requirement. The closest city of considerable 
size is Sacramento, which is 50 miles distant. Accordingly, it 1s con- 
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sidered necessary that a recreational facility of this nature be pro- 
vided for the assigned personnel. 

The last item will provide utility support for the new facilities in 
this program. 

In addition, authorization is requested for construction of 570 units 
of family housing with private capital under the provisions of title 
VIII of the National Housing Act as amended. 

This bill also amends Public Law 85-241 to provide an additional 
$1,629,000 in authorization to correct increased costs on projects ap- 
proved by that law. 

The Cuarrman. Then, on page 19, Forbes Air Force Base. 

Colonel Jackson. The next installation to be considered is Forbes 
Air Force Base. It is located 1 mile south of Pauline, Kans. The 
planned use of this base is for Strategic Air Command medium bomber 
mission and other Strategic Air Command and Military Air Trans- 
port Service activities. The program request for Forbes amounts to 
$2,703,000. It includes the following items: 

A ready alert crew facility in the vicinity of the alert parking apron 
for shelter of the alert crews. 

The next item will provide additional ammunition storage capa- 
bility for the Strategic Air Command mission. 

The next item is an officers’ open mess. The requirement for this 
facility is 14,000 square feet. Existing facility has deteriorated be- 
yond repair. Several attempts in the past have been made to make 
this facility usable without success. Provision of this request will 
satisfy the requirement. 

The next item is utilities which will provide utility support for 
the alert area. 

The last item is a sewage treatment and disposal plant. This re- 
quirement is generated essentially to support the requirements of a 
640-unit Capehart housing project now under construction. 

In addition, authorization is requested for construction of 414 
units of family housing with private capital under the provisions 
of title VIII of the National Housing Act as amended. 

The CuHatmrMan. We will reduce that to $2,703,000. 

And on page 40 of the bill, we would strike out “maintenance facili- 
ties” at MacDill Air Force Base, and reduce that to $3,577,000. Right ? 

Mr. Ketiener. That is right. 

Colonel Jackson. The next installation to be considered is MacDill 
Air Force Base. It is situated approximately 1 mile south-south- 
west of Tampa, Fla. The planned use of this base is for a Strategic 
Air Command medium bomb mission, and Air Defense Command 
Weapons Employment Center and other Air Defense Command, Mil- 
itary Air Transport Service, and Strategic Air Command activities. 
The program requested for MacDill totals $3,577,000. It includes 
the following items: 

The first item is an alert operational apron for the parking of alert 
aircraft. The next item is a drone target facility. This facility 
will provide for the assembly and testing of operating components 
and electronic control system of pilotless drone aircraft which will 
be used in conjunction with the Air Defense Command Weapons 
Employment Center. 

The next item is a ready alert crew building to accommodate the 
Strategic Air Command crews on continuous alert. 
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The next is a guidance station for pilotless aircraft. This facility 
will provide guidance control for drone aircraft at the range control 
site on base. 

The next item will provide additional ammunition storage for the 
Strategic Air Command mission. 

The next item provides utilities to the new Strategic Air Command 
alert area. 

The last item will furnish power outlets for the Air Defense Com- 
mand aircraft in the field maintenance hangar. 

This bill also amends Public Law 85-241 to provide an additional 
$332,000 in authorization to correct increased costs on projects ap- 
proved by that law. 

The Cuamman. And on page 41 of the bill, at Pinecastle Air Force 
Base, we would reduce that down to$ 5,137,000. 

Colonel Jackson. McCoy Air Force Base is the next installation to 
be considered. It is located 2 miles east of Taft, Fla. Its planned 
use is for a Strategic Air Command medium bomber mission, an Air 
Defense Command fighter mission and other SAC and MATS re- 
quirements. The program requested for Pinecastle amounts to $5,- 
137,000. This program consists of the following items. 

The first item is ap operational alert apron for the parking of SAC 
alert aircraft. 

The next item provides a ready alert crew building in the vicinity 
of the alert apron to house crews on continuous alert. 

The next items are necessary to provide the SAC and ADC unit 
with additional ammunition storage capability. 

The next item will furnish utility support to the new SAC alert 
area. 

The last item will provide for the purchase of land in order to 
attain the desired safety distance around the SAC alert aircraft. 

Mr. Bennett. Could I ask what the reduction there is for? 

Mr. Ketitener. Yes. That is a reduction in the ammo storage. A 
restudy indicates that only 4, instead of 8, are required. 

Mr. Bennert. May I make the suggestion that—Congressman Her- 
long asked me to make the suggestion about Capehart housing here, 
668 houses. 

Mr. Kelleher. Yes,sir. That would be later in the bill. 

Mr. Bennett. Later in the bill ? 

Mr. Keviener. Yes, sir. 

The CuarmrMan. Later in the bill. 

General Rentz. Mr. Chairman, with respect to the land item for 
McCoy Air Force Gase, Fla., I have additional information for your 
comittee for inclusion in the record : 

We have a land item in the program for SAC alert at Pinecastle Air 
Force Base for 112 acres, fee at $112,000. As a result of a recent survey 
it has been determined to be in the best interest of the Government to 
acquire title to around approximately 109 acres in fee in addition to 
the 112 acres, to avoid payment of severence costs; however, the amount 
of dollars in the program remains unchanged. 

Colonel Jackson. Walker Air Force Base is the next installation to 
be considered. It is located approximately 4 miles south of Roswell 
N. Mex. The planned use of this base is for a SAC heavy bomber 
mission, an ADC fighter mission, and other SAC, ADC, and MATS 
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requirements. The total program requested for Walker AFB amounts 
to $8,431,000. This program contains the following items. 

The first item will involve the strengthening of the primary runway. 
The runway pavements are showing signs of failure under B-36 traffic. 
With B-52’s operating from Walker, this failure will be substantially 
accelerated due to the heavier wheel load characteristics of the B-52. 
It is therefore urgent that this pavement be strengthened as quickly 
as possible. 

The next item is an operation alert apron for the parking of SAC 
aircraft on alert. 

The next item is a ready alert crew building which will be cited in 
the area of the SAC alert apron to accomodate SAC crews on alert 
status. 

The next item furnishes additional ammunition storage capacity for 
the SAC mission. 

The next item is a service club for the airmen. The requirement for 
this facility for Walker is 19,800 square feet. The airmen’s service 
club is currently occupying space in an old converted messhall. This 
is a highly unsatisfactory “facility and the building contained in this 
request is necessary to correct this deficiency. 

The next item will furnish utilities for the SAC alert area 

The last item provides electrical outlets on the aircraft ‘parking 
ramp and in the ADC field maintenance and alert hangars. These 
outlets are required for the maintenance of the century series aircraft. 

In addition, authorization is requested for the acquisition of 800 
units of Wherry housing. 

The Cuarrman. What is the reaction of the Department with ref- 
erence to those very moderate, carefully worked out line item reduc- 
tions? 

General Renrz. Mr. Chairman, I can’t take issue with the wisdom 
of the chairman in these reductions but 

The CuatrmMan. That settles it right there. [ Laughter. ] 

That is good. Now, let’s get on, Colonel. 

Colonel Jackson. Biggs Air Force Base is the next installation to 
be considered and it is located 3 miles northeast of El Paso, Tex. 
The planned use of Biggs is for a Strategic Air Command heavy 
bomb mission, a Tactical Air Command tow target mission and other 
miscellaneous Strategic Air Command and Military Air Transport 
Service activities. The total program requested for Biggs amounts 
to $5,080,000. It includes the following items: 

The first item is an overrun for the primary instrument runway. 
This item will provide the paved overrun on the southwest end of the 
main runway. 

The next item is an alert aircraft parking apron for aircraft on 
continuous alert. 

The next item is a ready alert crew building which will provide 
accommodation for the Strategic Air Command crews on 24-hour 
alert duty. 

The next item will provide additional ammunition storage capa- 
bility for the Strategic Air Command mission. 

The next item is an airman dormitory. The requirement for air- 
man dormitory space at Biggs is for 2,325 men. There are existing 
and under construction 1,004 spaces. The 800 requsted in this pro- 
gram will help alleviate the crowded conditions at Biggs. 
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The last item will provide utility support for the Strategic Air 
Command alert area. 

Blytheville Air Force Base is the next installation to be considered 
and it is located 3 miles northwest of Blytheville, Ark. The planned 
use of Blytheville is for a Strategic Air Command heavy bomb mis- 
sion. The program requested totals $1,654,000 which includes the 
following items: 

The first item is an alert apron for the parking of aircraft on con- 
tinuous alert. 

The next item will provide an ILS facility to increase the all- 
weather capability of this base. 

The next item is a ready crew building for alert crews on 24-hour 
alert duty. 

The last item will provide utility support for the alert complex. 

Bunker Hill Air Force Base is the next installation to be ¢ aiidens 
and it is located 1 mile west of Peru, Ind. The planned use of this 
base is for a Strategic Air Command medium bomber unit, and Air 
Defense Command fighter mission and a Military Air Transport 
Service activity. The total program requested for Bunker Hill 
amounts to $7,996,000. This program includes the following items: 

The first item is an operational alert parking apron for aircraft 
on continuous alert. . 

The next item is a ready crew building for crews on 24-hour alert. 

The next item is 4 aircraft shelters to provide cover for 8 of the 
assigned Air Defense Command aircraft. 

The next item is an aircraft field maintenance shop. The require- 
ment at Bunker Hill for this facility is approximately 55,000 square 
feet. Approximately 36,000 square feet exists and the facility con- 

tained in this request is necessary to fill the remaining requirement. 

The next item is a refueling vehicle shop. Nothing exists at Bunker 
Hill which will meet this requirement. 

The next item is a parachute and dinghy shop. As with the pre- 
vious item there is nothing existing to meet the needs of this facility. 

The next item is an airmen dormitory. At Bunker Hill the require- 
ment is to accommodate 3,215 men. 2,056 are either existing or under 
construction. The requested 800 spaces in this program will provide 
another increment towards the full satisfaction of the dormitory 
requirement. 

The next item is a 40-man officers’ mess. The requirement is for 
112 men; 49 exist and are all permanent. The requested 40 will still 
leave outstanding a small deficiency. 

The next item will provide utility support for the new alert area 

The next item will provide electrical outlets on the aircraft park- 
ing apron for the maintenance of assigned air defense command 
aircraft. 

The next three iteams, i. e., an addition to the heating plant, an addi- 
tion to the sanitary sewage treatment and disposal] plant and a water 
pumping station are all utility items required for the base expansion 
contemplated under this program. 

The last item is a security fence for control of security on the 
flight line. 

In addition, authorization is requested for construction of 250 units 
of family housing with private capital under the provisions of title 
VIII of the National Housing Act as amended. 








The next location is Carswell Air Force Base which is situated 6 
miles west-northwest of Fort Worth, Tex. The planned use of this 
base is a Strategic Air Command heavy bomb mission and various 
other Strategic Air Command and Military Air Transport Service 
activities. The total program requested for Carswell amounts to 
$2,257,000. It consists of three items: 

The first item is the strengthening of a runway access taxiway. 
This taxiway is currently failmg under B-56 traffic. Failure will be 
even more severe and accelerated under the expected B-52 traffic, 
therefore, it is urgent that this strengthening be accomplished as 
quickly as possible in order to prevent an interruption of the mission 
scheduled for Carswell. 

The second item is a ready alert crew building to accommodate the 
alert crews on 24-hour alert duty. 

The last item will provide additional ammunition storage capability 
for the Strategic Air Command unit at Carswell. 

In addition, authorizing is requested for the acquisition of 600 units 
of Wherry housing. 

The next location to be considered is Castle Air Force Base situated 
2 miles east-northeast of Atwater, Calif. The planned use of Castle 
is for a Strategic Air Command heavy bomber unit, crew training for 
Strategic Air Command tanker crews and other Air Defense Com- 
mand, Strategic Air Command, and Military Air Transport Service 
missions. The program requested for Castle totals $4,578,000. It 
includes the following items: 

The first item is an overrun for the primary instrument runway. 
This item will provide for the paving of a 1,000 foot overrun on both 
ends of the primary runway. 

The next item is an alert aircraft parking apron which will provide 
parking for aircraft on continuous alert. 

The next item will provide runway approach lights on one end of 
the instrument runway. The existing lights are considered substand- 
ard and do not provide the visibility features of the lights proposed 
in this request. 

The next item is a ready alert crew building for Strategic Air Com- 
mand crews on 24-hour alert. 

The next item will provide an airmen dormitory. The requirement 
at Castle is for 2,966 spaces. There are existing 3,068 spaces, of which 
only 883 are considered permanent and usable. There are 400 in addi- 
tion under construction. With the 200 contained in this request the 
complete replacement requirement is not satisfied and continued use 
must be made of the existing substandard dormitories. 

The next item is a commissary store. At Castle the requirement 
is for 14,588 square feet. The only facility existing at Castle is a 
6,900 square feet substandard T/O type building of the tar paper 
siding variety. The requested facility will correct the current over- 
crowded conditions and permit the base to dispose of an extremely 
unsatisfactory facility. 

The next item will provide utilities for the new alert area. 

The next item will permit the acquisition of land which is neces- 
sary to site officers quarters authorized in fiscal year 1958, and to site 
a hospital and officers open mess which are planned for future years’ 
programs. 
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The last item will provide for the purchase of land necessary to 
attain the required safety distance clearance around alert aircraft. 

The Cuatrman. Next is Clinton Sherman. 

Colonel Jackson. The next location to be considered is Clinton- 
Sherman Air Force Base situated 1 mile west of Burns Flats, Okla. 
; > ea 
The planned use of this base is for a Strategic Air Command heavy 
bomber mission. The program requested at Clinton-Sherman totals 
$2,734,000. It includes the following items: 

The first item is an operational alert apron for the parking of alert 
aircraft. 

The next item is a ready alert crew building to accommodate alert 
‘crews on continuous alert duty. 

The next item is a refueling vehicle shop. There is nothing exist- 
ing at Clinton-Sherman which will satisfy the requirement for this 
facility. It is required for the maintenance of aircraft refueling 
trucks which, due to their explosive nature, cannot be maintained in 
the automotive maintenance shop. 

The next item will provide additional ammunition storage for the 
Strategic Air Command unit. 

The next item is a gymnasium. Nothing exists in the form of a 
gymnasium at Clinton-Sherman. The old gymnasium which pre- 
viously existed was destroyed by fire in 1956. 

The last item will provide utility support for the alert area. 

In addition, authorization is requested for construction of 50 units 
of family housing with private capital under the provisions to title 
VIII of the National Housing Act as.amended. 

The next Air Force base to be considered is Columbus, located 10 
miles north-northwest of Columbus, Miss. The planned use of this 
base is for a Strategic Air Command heavy bomber mission. The 
program requested amounts to $1,939,000, and it includes the follow- 
ing items: 

he first item is an operational alert apron for the parking of alert 
aircraft. 

The next item is a rapcon center which is necessary to provide air 
traffic control under all weather conditions. 

The next item is a ready alert crew building to shelter the Strategic 
Air Command aircraft crews on alert duty. 

The next item is necessary to provide aditional ammuition storage 
for the Strategic Air Command unit. 

The last item will provide utilities to support the new alert area. 

The next base to be considered is Davis-Monthan Air Force Base, 
located approximately 7 miles southeast of Tucson, Ariz. The planned 
use of Davis-Monthan is for a Strategic Air Command medium 
bomber mission, an Air Defense Command fighter mission and other 
Strategic Air Command, Air Defense Command and Army missions. 
The program requested amounts to $4,174,000. 

The first item is an operational alert apron for the parking of air- 
craft on alert. 

The next item is a ready alert crew building for Strategic Air Com- 
mand crews on 24-hour alert duty. 

The next item is an aircraft field maintenance shop. The require- 
ment at Davis-Monthan for this facility is 56,000 square feet. Only 
17,680 square feet exists, of which 12,556 square feet is substandard. 
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The requested 20,624 square feet will provide an increment toward 
satisfying the requirement. 

The next item will provide electrical outlets on the aircraft park- 
ing apron for the Air Defense Command fighter units. These outlets 
are necessary for maintenance functions which are performed on 
these aircraft. 

The next item provides utility support for the new Strategic Air 
Command alert area. 

The last item will permit the purchase of the necessary land around 
the alert aircraft to maintain the required safety distance criteria. 

In addition, authorization is requested for the acquisition of 550 
units of Wherry housing. 

The Cuarrman. Dow is next. 

Colonel Jackson. The next location to be considered is Dow Air 
Force Base, situated 1 mile west of Bangor, Maine. Planned use of 
this base is for a Strategic Air Command heavy bomber unit, a tanker 
unit, an Air Defense Command fighted and missile unit and other 
Strategic Air Command missions. The program requested for Dow 
Air Force Base totals $2,404,000. It includes the following items. 

The first item is a ready alert crew building for crews on continuous 
alert. 

The next item is an aircraft engine inspection and repair shop. The 
requirement at Dow Air Force Base for this facility is 17,100 square 
feet. 7,188 square feet exists. The facility requested in this program 
will satisfy the remaining requirement. 

The next item is a maintenance dock. The requirement for main- 
tenance docks at Dow is five. Four have been provided through pre- 
vious programs. This one additional dock will satisfy the require- 
ment. 

The next item is an addition to the automotive maintenance shop. 
The requirement for this facility is 30,000 square feet. There is exist- 
ing 9,788 square feet and the 9,000 square feet requested in this pro- 
gram will provide an increment toward satisfying the full require- 
ment. 

The next item will provide additional ammunition storage capa- 
bility for the Strategic Air Command mission. 

The next item is an officers’ quarters for 24 men. The requirement 
for officers’ quarters is 85 spaces. ‘There exists at Dow 49 usable 
spaces. The requested 24 will still leave a deficiency and necessitate 
continued use of substandard space for a small number of officers. 

The remaining item will provide utilities for the alert area. 

In addition, authorization is requested for construction of 530 units 
of family housing with private capital under the provisions of title 
VIII of the National Housing Act as amended. 

Dyess Air Force Base is the next installation to be considered. It 
is located approximately 15 miles west of Abilene, Tex. The planned 
use of this kon is for a Strategic Air Command medium bomber 
mission and other Strategic Air Command and Military Air Trans- 
port Service activities. 'The program requested for Dyess amounts 
to $1,346,000 and it includes 3 items. 

The first item is a rapcon center which is necessary to provide air 
traffic control of aircraft under all weather conditions. 
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The next item is a ready alert crew building which will accommo- 
date aircraft crews on continuous alert duty. 

The last item will provide additional ammunition storage capa- 
bility for the Strategic Air Command unit. 

The next location is Ellsworth Air Force Base, which is located 
1 mile northeast of Box Elder,S. Dak. The planned use of Ellsworth 
AFB is for a Strategic Air Command he: avy bomber mission, an Air 
Defense Command mission and other Strategic Air Command, Air 
Defense Command and Military Air Transport Service activities. 
The program requested totals $3,241,000 and it includes the following 
items. 

The first item will provide additional jet high speed refuel hy- 
drants. The requirement for these hydrants at Ellsworth is 13; 21 
exist; however, 15 are substandard, leaving only 6 that are usable. 
This request is necessary to satisfy the hydrant refueling deficiency. 

The next item is a base communications building. The « existing ac- 
tivity is scattered throughout three mobilization type structures. “The 
requested facility will provide a permanent building for this function. 

The next item is a ready alert crew building to accommodate the 
Strategic Air Command aircraft alert crews on continuous alert duty. 

The next item is an addition to the flight simulator training build- 
ing. The existing facility is only 2,000 square feet. Because of the 
change in Air Defense’ C ‘ommand aircraft, the requirement to house 
the necessary simulators is approximately 49,000 square feet. This 
request will provide the necessary addition. 

The next item is a high altitude training building. This facility 
satisfies an area requirement. It will be used to train combat crews 
in the psychological and medical aspects of high altitude flying. 

The next item will provide sound treatment for an existing jet 
engine test stand. It will also convert the 10,000-pound thrust test 
stand to 20,000-pound thrust. 

The next item is a commissary store. Requirement for this facility 
is 14,588 square feet. The only facility existing is 6,800 square feet 
in an old dining hall. 

The next item will provide military support for the new alert area. 

The next item will provide electricity for the Air Defense Com- 
mand sound maintenance hangar. This is required for the mainte- 
nance activities on fighter aircraft. 

The last item is related to the previous item. However, it will 
provide electrical utilities on the aircraft parking apron for the Air 
Defense Command aircraft. 

In addition, authorization is requested for construction of 220 units 
of family housing with private capital under the provisions of title 
VIII of the National Housing Act, as amended. 

The CHarrmMan. We are all following these carefully in the book. 

Colonel Jackson. Fairchild Air Force Base is the next location to 
be considered. It is located 1 mile west of Airway Heights, near Spo- 
kane, Wash. Planned use of this base is for a Strategic . Air Command 
heavy bomber mission and other Strategic Air Command and Military 
Air Transport Service activities. The program request for Fair- 
child Air Force Base is $4,094,000. It includes the following items: 

The first item will provide paved overruns of 1,000 feet on both 
ends of the primary runway. It will also replace pavement where the 
old cross wind runway intersects the primary runway. 
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The next item involves the strengthening of a runway access taxi- 
way. This taxiway has failed under B-36 traffic and failure will be 
accelerated and much more severe under expected B-52 traffic. There- 
fore, it is urgent that this work be accomplished at the earliest possible 
date. 

The next item is for runway approach lights. This will replace 
existing substandard lights on the instrument end of the primary 
runway. 

The next item is a ready alert crew building to provide shelter for 
the strategic crews on 24-hour-alert duty. 

The last item will provide ulitities for this alert area. 

In addition, authorization is requested for construction of 25 units 
of family housing with private capital under the provisions of title 
VIII of the National Housing Act, as amended. 

Homestead Air Force Base is the next location to be considered and 
it is located 5 miles north-northeast of Homestead, Fla. The planned 
use of this base is for a Strategic Air Command medium bomber unit 
and other Strategic Air ¢ ‘ommand and Military Air Transport Serv- 
ice activities. Program requested amounts to $1,489,000 and it in- 
cludes 4 items. 

The first item is a ready alert crew building for crews on continuous 
alert duty. 

The next item provides additional ammunition storage capability 
for the Strategic Air Command mission. 

The next item will provide for the treatment of the base water 
supply. Water currently available at Homestead has a high calcium 
content, resulting in heavy calcium deposits on pipes, condensation, 
and so forth. This treatement plant is designed to correct this 
situation. 

The last item involves a removal of hazards to flying safety. The 
hazards consist of drainage canals, levies, and ditches off both ends 
of the runway. 

Hunter Air Force Base is the next location to be considered and 
it is situated 4 miles southwest of Savannah, Ga. The planned use 
of Hunter is for a Strategic Air Command medium bomb unit and 
other Strategic Air C ommand, Air Defense Command, and Military 
Air Transport Service activities. The program requested for Hunter 
total $4,493,000. It consists of the following items: 

The first item will provide an overrun on both ends of the primary 
instrument runway. Also involved in this project is the closing of 
drainage ditches on both ends of the runway which are considered 
serious hazards to flying safety. 

The next item is an operational alert apron. This apron will pro- 
vide parking for the alert aircraft on continuous alert duty. 

The next item will provide approach lights on the instrument end 
of the primary runway. The lights cur rently existing are considered 
substandard and do not provide the necessary visibility for low 
approach, high speed, jet aircraft. 

The next item is a ready crew facility which will provide shelter 
for Strategic Air Command crews on 24-hour alert duty. 

The next item will provide additional ammunition storage capa- 
bility for the Strategic Air Command units. 











7546 


The last item provides utilities support for the Strategic Air Com- 
mand alert area. 

In addition, authorization is requested for the acquisition of 500 
units of Wherry housing. 

The Cuamrman. Lake Charles. 

Colonel Jackson. The next location to be considered is Lake Charles 
Air Force Base situated 1 mile east of Lake Charles, La. The planned 
use of this base is for a medium bomb unit, Air Defense Command 
fighter unit, and other Strategic Air Command and Military Trans- 
port Service activities. The total program requested is $3,401,000. 
This program consists of the following items: 

The first item will provide overruns for the primary instrument 
runway. Specifically it will provide surfacing of 850 feet on the 
north overrun and 1,000 feet on the south overrun. 

The next item will provide approach lights on the instrument end 
of the primary runway. Existing lights do not provide the desired 
visibility under weather conditions for high speed, low approach jet- 
type aircraft. 

The next item is a ready alert crew building which is designed 
to provide shelter for Strategic Air Command alert crews on con- 
tinuous alert duty. 

The next item will provide additional ammunition storage capa- 
bility for the Strategic Air Command mission. 

The last item will provide ammunition storage capability for the 
Air Defense Command mission. 

In addition, authorization is requested for construction of 300 
units of family housing with private capital under the provisions of 
title VIII of the National Housing Act, as amended. 

Larson Air Force Base is the next location to be considered and 
it is located 5.6 miles northwest of Moses Lake, Wash. The planned 
use of this installation is for a Strategic Air Command medium bomb 
mission, Air Defense Command sector headquarters and other Stra- 
tegic Air Command, Military Air Transport Service and Air Defense 
Command activities. The program requested for Larson totals $3,795,- 
000. It is composed of the following items: 

The first item is a ready alert crew building which will provide 
shelter for the Strategic Air Command aircraft crews on continuous 
alert duty. 

The next item is an aircraft engine inspection and repair shop. 
The requirement for this facility is 25,000 square feet. Only 6,000 
square feet exist and it is hangar space which is urgently needed for 
other purposes. The facility contained in this request will permit 
the release of this space and at the same time provide a suitable facility 
for engine inspection repair. 

The next item provides for one aircraft maintenance dock. The 
requirement for dock space at Larson is seven. There exists 3 multi- 
purpose nose-wing hangars, each of which can accommodate 2 air- 

craft. The 1 requested facility will provide a dock for the seventh 
aircraft. 

The next item will provide soundproofing of an existing 20,000- 
pound-thrust jet-engine test cell. 

The next item is an armament electronics shop. The requirement 
for this facility is 25,181 square feet. Only 8,841 square feet exist and 
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this presently contained in a very substandard T/O type building. 
The facility contained in this request will fill the base requirement 
for an armament electronics shop. 

The next item will provide additional ammunition storage capa- 
bility for the Strategic Air Command mission. 

The last item will provide utility support for the new alert area. 

In addition, authorization is requested for construction of 200 units 
of family housing with private capital under the provisions of title 
VIII of the National Housing Act as amended. 

The next base to be considered is Laughlin Air Force Base located 
7 miles east of Del Rio, Tex. The planned use of this base is for a 
Strategic Air Command strategic reconnaissance mission. The total 
program requested for Laughlin amounts to $897,000. It consists of 
three items. 

The first item is an instrument landing facility which will increase 
the all-weather capability of this base. 

The next item is an armament electronics shop. The requirement 
for this shop is 28,181 square feet. There exists 18,365 square feet in 
3 temporary type facilities which are very unsuitable for maintenance 
of armaments and electronic equipment. The provisions of this re- 
quest will satisfy the requirement for this function. 

The next item is an addition to the service club. The requirement 
for a service club at Laughlin is 19,800 square feet. The existing 
facility is only 8,100 square feet. This request is necessary to satisfy 
the requirement. 

The next installation to be included is Lincoln Air Force Base. It 
is located 3 miles north-northwest of Lincoln, Nebr. The planned use 
of this base is for a Strategic Air Command medium bomb mission and 
other Strategic Air Command and Military Air Transport Service 
activities. The program requested for Lincoln totals $4,250,000. 
This program consists of the following items: 

The first item is an overrun for both ends of the primary instrument 
runway. Existing overruns are of graded material and unsurfaced. 

The next item is an operational alert item which is required for 
parking of alert aircraft. 

The next item is a Rapcon center for air traffic control of aircraft 
in the area under all-weather conditions. 

The next item will provide approach lights on the south end of the 
instrument runway. Existing approac h- lights do not provide the 
desired visibility for high speed, low approach, jet-type aircraft. 

The next item is a ready alert crew building to provide shelter for 

trategic Air Command crews on continuous alert. 

The next item is an aircraft engine inspection and repair shop. The 
requirement for this facility at Lincoln is 37,960 square feet. This 
function is now being performed in an old hangar which has deteri- 

orated to the extent that wooden roof trusses have failed and are now 
eee literally propped up to prevent complete collapse. The facility 
requested will provide an increment toward satisfying this overall 
deficiency. The next item provides additional ammunition storage 

capability for the Strategic Air Command unit. 

The last item provides utilities support for the new Strategic Air 
Command alert area. 











In addition, authorization is requested for construction of 600 units 
of family housing with private capital under the provisions of title 
VIII of the National Housing Act as amended. 

The next location is Little Rock Air Force Base located 5 miles 
north-northwest of Jacksonville, Ark. The planned use of this base is 
for a Strategic Air Command medium bomb mission and other Stra- 
tegic Air Command and Military Air Transport Service activities. 
The program requested for Little Rock is $3,463,000 and consists of 
the following items. 

The first item is an operational alert apron for the parking of the 
Strategic Air Command aircraft. 

The next item is a ready alert crew building sited near the alert 
apron to provide shelter for the crews during their alert tour. 

The next item is for the provision of additional ammunition storage 
capability for the Strategic Air Command mission. 

The last item provides utilities support for the alert area. 

The next installation to be considered is Lockbourne Air Force 
Base located 2 miles east of Lockbourne, Ohio. The planned use of 
this base is for a Strategic Air Command medium bomb mission, Air 
Defense Command fighter unit and other Strategic Air Command and 
Military Air Transport Service activities. The program requested 
for Lockbourne totals $11,716,000. This program consists of the fol- 
lowing items: 

The first item will provide a new primary instrument runway 12,100 
feet long and 200 feet wide of heavy duty pavement. This runway 
will be constructed parallel to the existing runway. The pavement on 
the existing runway is failing under B-47 traffic and without the 
provision of the requested new runway, considerable sums of money 
would have to be spent to rehabilitate the existing runway. However, 
the new parallel runway will be utilized for alert aircraft and the 
other runway for normal base activities. 

The next item will provide four aircraft shelters to cover eight Air 
Defense Command type aircraft. These shelters are necessary to main- 
tain such aircraft in an operational ready condition at all times. 

The next item will provide additional ammunition storage capa- 
bility for the Strategic Air Command mission. 

The next item will permit the purchase of land which is necessary 
for the construction of the runway. 

The last item will permit the attainment of clearance easements on 
both ends of the new runway. 

In addition, authorization is requested for construction of 400 
units of family housing with private capital under the provisions of 
title VIII of the National Housing Act as amended. 

The next installation to be considered is Loring Air Force Base. 
It is located 4 miles northwest of Limestone, Maine. The planned 
use of this base is for a Strategic Air Command heavy-bomb mission, 
an Air Defense Command fighter mission, and other Strategic Air 
Command and Military Air Transports Service activities. The pro- 
gram requested for Loring amounts to $3,774,000. It consists of the 
following items: 

The first item will provide for the paving of a 1,000-foot overrun 
on both ends of the runway. This is a requirement for flying safety. 

The next item will provide approach lights on the north end of the 
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instrument runway. The existing lights do not provide the desired 
visibility for high-speeds low-approach jet-type aircraft. 

The next item is a ready alert crew building which will provide 
personnel cover for Strategic Air Command crews on continuous alert 
duty. 

The next item is a utility item which will provide utilities to the Air 
Defense Command fighter unit area complex. 

The second utility item will provide support for the Strategic Air 
Command alert area. 

The last item will provide an addition to the heating plant. The 
heating requirement for Loring totals 12,360 horsepower. The exist- 
ing plant contains only 8,240 horsepower. The facility requested will 
fill the deficienc y which has been brought about by projects added to 
Loring through ‘the fiscal year 1957, 1958, and 1959 military construc- 
tion programs. 

The next installation to be considered is Malmstrom Air Force Base. 
It is located 5 miles east of Great Falls, Mont. The planned use of 
this base is for a Strategic Air Command tanker mission, an Air 
Defense Command fighter mission, and other Strategic Air Command, 
Air Defense Comm: and. and Military Air Transport | Service activities. 
The total program requested for Malmstrom amounts to $1 ,832,000. 
It includes the following items: 

The first item will provide overruns for the primary instrument 
runway. These overruns will be paved and will be on both ends of 
the runway. 

The next item is an instrument landing system facility which will 
provide added all-weather operational c: ipability at Malmstrom. 

The next item will provide new approach lights on the instrument 
end of the primary runway. Existing lights do not provide the de- 
sired visibility for high-s eed low- approach jet-type aircraft which 
will be using Malmstrom Air Force Base. 

The next item is a refueling vehicle shop. Thirty-two refueling 
vehicles are scheduled for assignment to Malmstrom. The building 
of 3,500 square feet is necessary for the maintenance and repair of 
these vehicles. Nothing exists at Malmstrom which will satisfy this 
requirement. 

The next item is a ground-powered equipment shop : 5,000 square feet 
is necessary to provide maintenance for the 234 pieces of ground- 
powered equipment planned for Malmstrom Air Force Base. There 
is nothing existing which can be used to satisfy this requirement. 

The next item is additional av gas bulk storage. The storage require- 
ment at Malmstrom is 61,360 barrels: ; 36,360 barrels are ¢ urrently on 
hand. The 25,000 barrels in this request will satisfy the existing 
deficiency. 

The next item is an airman dining hall. Malmstrom Air Force Base 
has a requirement for 2,415 spaces; 1,230 spaces presently exist. The 
800 spaces contained in this request will provide an increment toward 
eventual satisfaction of the total requirement. 

The last item will provide electrical power outlets in the Air Defense 
Command field maintenance hangar for the assigned Air Defense Com- 
mand fighter units. These outlets are necessary for routine scheduled 
maintenance of century-series type fighter aircraft. 








In addition, authorization is requested for constructin of 150 units 
of family housing with private capital under the provisions of title 
VIII of the National Housing Act as amended. 

This bill also amends Public Law 968-84 to provide an additional 
$140,000 in authorization to correct increased costs on projects ap- 
proved by that law. 

The next location to be considered is March Air Force Base located 
approximately 9 miles southeast of Riverside, Calif. The planned use 
of this base is for a Strategic Air Command medium bomb mission 
and other Strategic Air Command and Military Air Transport Service 
activities. The total program being requested is $3,344,000. Included 
in this program are the following: 

The first item is an operational alert apron for Strategic Air Com- 
mand alert area. 

The next item is a ready alert crew building to accommodate Strate- 
gic Air Command combat crews on alert status. 

The next item will provide additional ammunition storage for the 
Strategic Air Command mission. 

The next item furnishes utilities support for the new Strategic Air 
Command alert area. 

The last item will permit the procurement of land to maintain the 
necessary safety distance clearance around alert aircraft. 

In addition, authorization is requested for the acquisition of 644 
units of Wherry housing. 

The next location to be considered is Mountain Home Air Force 
Base situated approximately 10 miles southwest of Mountain Home, 
Idaho. The planned use of this base is for a Strategic Air Command 
medium bomb mission and other Strategic Air Command and Mili- 
tary Air Transport Service activities. The program requested for 
Mountain Home totals $1,039,000. It consists of three items as fol- 
lows: 

The first item is for a rapcon control center which is required for 
the control of air traffic in the area under all-weather conditions. 

The next item is an ammunition storage magazine to provide addi- 
tional ammunition storage capability for the Strategic Air Command 
mission. 

The last item is a service club. This facility, which is necessary for 
the assigned airmen, should be approximately 20,000 square feet in 
size. Currently 12,280 square feet exists at Mountain Home and this 
space is provided through the use of a substandard mobilization-type 
structure. It has deteriorated to the point that it is not considered 
economical for rehabilitation. The facility contained in this request 
will substantially satisfy the service club requirements for Mountain 
Home. 

In addition, authorization is requested for construction of 270 units 
of family housing with private capital under the provisions of title 
VIII of the National Housing Act as amended. 

This bill also amends Public Law 85-325 to provide an additional 
$1,099,000 in authorization to correct increased costs on projects ap- 
proved by that law. 

The next location to be considered is Offutt Air Force Base. This 
installation is situated 1 mile southwest. of Bellevue, Nebr. The 
planned use for this base is for headquarters of the Strategic Air 








Command, a Strategic Air Command tanker mission and other Stra- 
tegic Air ‘Command and Military Air Transport Service activities. 
The program request at Offutt is $3,265,000. The items are as fol- 
lows: 

The first item is an extension of the primary runway. The existing 
runway is 10,000 feet long by 300 feet wide. The extension involved 
in this request will increase ‘the length of the runway by 1,000 feet. 
This extension has been made necessary because of the runway length 
requirement of the KC-135 which will operate from this base. 

‘he next item is an operational apron. This item provides an ad- 
dition to the previously authorized aircraft parking apron at Offutt 
which will provide minimum space necessary to park the tanker air- 
craft scheduled for this base. 

The next item is additional jet fuel bulk storage. The requirement 
for jet storage at Offutt is 53,600 barrels. There is existing at Offutt 
38,600 barrels and there are "5,000 barrels under construction. The 
10,000 barrels in this request will satisfy the remaining deficiency. 

The last item is a land easement right-of-way. This right-of-way 
is required for a storm drainage outfall line 300 feet wide and 7,000 
feet long. 

In addition, authorization is requested for construction of 616 units 
of family housing with private capital under the provisions of title 
VIII of the National Housing Act as amended. 

This bill also amends Public Law 85-325 to provide an additional 
$279,000 in authorization to correct increased costs on projects ap- 
proved by that law. 

The CHarrMan. Pease is next. 

Colonel Jackson. The next installation to be considered is Pease 
Air Force Base, located 214 miles east of Portsmouth, N. H. Planned 
use of this installation is for a Strategic Air Command medium bomb- 
er mission and other Strategic Air Command activities. The total 
program requested for Pease amounts to $940,000. It consists of 
three items. 

The first item is a modification of the existing jet refueling hydrant. 
There are 90 hydrant outlets required. Only 49 exist and are ‘usable. 
The 48 outlets in this request will satisfy the remaining deficiency. 

The next item is a rapcon center which is necessary for the area 
air traffic control under all weather conditions. 

The last item provides additional ammunition storage capability 
for the Strategic Air Command unit. 

In addition, authorization is requested for construction of 483 units 
of family housing with private capital under the provisions of title 
VIII of the National Housing Act as amended. 

This bill also amends Public Law 85-241 to provide an additional 
$603,000 in authorization to correct increased costs on projects by 
that law. 

Plattsburgh Air Force Base is the next installation to be considered. 
This base is located 1 mile southwest of Plattsburgh, N. Y. Its 
planned use is for a Strategic Air Command medium bomber mission 
and other SAC activities. The program requested for Plattsburgh 
amounts to $208,000 and it consists of 2 items. 

The first item will provide additional ammunition storage for the 
SAC mission and the second item will furnish electric power which 
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will be used as essential standby power for airfield lighting, control 
tower, navigation aids, and other electrical areas. 

The next installation to be considered is Richard Bong Air Force 
Base. It is located in the vicinity of Madison, Wis. The intended use 
of this base is for a Strategic Air Command medium bomber mission, 
an Air Defense Command fighter mission, and other SAC require- 
ments. The first increment of facilities for the SAC and ADC missions 
at Richard Bong Air Force Base was funded through the fiscal year 
1958 construction program. This program consists of a second incre- 
ment of facilities. Since Richard Bong Air Force Base is a virgin site, 
all facilities contained in this request are deficiencies. The require- 
ments are all in accordance with the standard SAC pattern, and the 
facilities involved amount to $15,552,000. Specifically, this program 
includes the following items : 

The first item will provide an extension to the previously authorized 
runway, which will result in an overall runway of 12,300 feet long 
by 200 feet wide. The extension in this request is 800 feet long. 

The next item is an installations engineer facility which will provide 
egress and ingress to the maintenance docks. 

The next item is an operational apron for aircraft parking. This 
item is required to complete the apron requirement at Richard Bong 
Air Force Base. 

The next item is an operational alert apron for parking of aircraft 


on alert status. 


The next item provides 5 high-speed refueling hydrants against an 
eventual requirement for 10 hydrants. 

The next item completes the requirement at Richard Bong Air Force 
Base for a base communications facility. 

The next item completes the requirement for a base operations 
building. 

The next item provides four aircraft maintenance docks which will 
be used for field maintenance requirements for Strategic Air Command 
aircraft. 

The next item is an armament and electronics shop which will be 
used for maintenance and repair work on the aircraft armament and 
electronics systems. 

The next item is an installation engineer facility which will provide 
a complete installations engineer maintenance component. 

The next item is an ordnance storage facility for the Strategic Air 
Command bomber unit. 

The next item is a 50-bed hospital which includes a dental clinic. 

The next item is an airman dormitory for 1,200 men. There have 
been no dormitories previously authorized at Richard Bong Air Force 
Base. 

The next item is officers’ quarters for 40 men. This facility will 
provide an increment toward the eventual requirement of 90 men. 

The next item is an airmen service club of 7,500 square feet; 6,500 
square feet have been previously authorized and the facility requested 
here, together with the previous authorizations, will fill the require- 
ment for service club. 

The last item is an officer’s open mess ; 6,500 feet have been previously 
authorized. This request for 7,500 feet, together with the previous 
authorization, will fill the requirement for an officer’s open mess at 
Richard Bong Air Force Base. 
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In addition, authorization is requested for construction of 900 units 
of family housing with private capital under the provisions of title 
VIII of the National Housing Act as amended. 

Schilling Air Force Base is the next location to be considered, and 
it is located 4 miles southwest of Salina, Kans. The planned use of 
Schilling Air Force Base is for a Strategic Air Command medium 
bomber mission and other Strategic Air Command and Military Air 
Transport Service activities. The total program requested for Schil- 
ling Air Force Base amounts to $2,352,000. It includes the following 
items : 

The first item will provide paved overruns for both ends of the 
runway. 

The next item is a rapcon center which will furnish air traffic control 
for the area under all weather conditions. 

The next item is for approach lights on the instrument end of the 
primary runway. The existing runway approach lights do not pro- 
vide the desired visability necessary for high-speed, low-approach char- 
acteristics of jet-type aircraft. 

The next item is a ready alert crew building to accommodate the 
Strategic Air Command combat crews while on alert. 

The next item furnishes additional ammunition storage capability 
for the Strategic Air Command mission. 

The last item provides utilities for the new Strategic Air Command 
alert area. 

The next installation to be considered is Travis Air Force Base, 
located 6 miles east of Fairchild, Calif. The planned used of this 
base is for a SAC heavy bomber mission, MATS transport squadrons, 
an ADC fighter unit, and other SAC, MATS, and ADC activities. 
The total program requested for Travis Air Force Base amounts to 
$2,997,000. This program contains the following items: 

The first item will strengthen sections of the primary instrument 
runway. Sections of this runway have already shown signs of failure 
under B-36 traffic. With the assignment of the B-52 aircraft with 
much heavier wheel load characteristics, it is urgent that this runway 
be strengthened at the earliest possible date. 

The next item is a ready alert crew building which will be sited near 
the alert apron to accommodate crews on alert status. 

The next item provides additional jet fuel storage. The requirement 
for this storage is 208,000 barrels. There is existing, or under construc- 
tion, 124,300 barrels. The 35,000 barrels in this request provide an 
increment toward the total requirement. 

The last item provides utilities in support of the new SAC alert area. 

The CuarrmMan. Without objection, go to Westover. 

Colonel Jackson. The next installation to be considered is Westover 
Air Force Base, located 5 miles northeast of Chicopee Falls, Mass. 
Planned use of this base is for a SAC heavy bomber mission, a SAC 
numbered Air Force headquarters, an ADC fighter unit and other 
SAC, ADC, and MATS activities. The program requested at West- 
over totals $1,845,000. It includes two items as follows. 

The first item is an airman dormitory. The requirement for airman 
dormitory spaces at Westover is 4,064. There are 3,697 existing, of 
which 2,612 are substandard mobilization-type structures. The re- 
quested 400 spaces in this program plus the 1,000 spaces now under 
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construction will leave a deficiency of approximately 1,500 for future 
replacement. 

The second item is a commissary store. The requirement for this 
facility is 18,910 square feet. The cnly facility existing at Westover 
for this facility is 11,600 square feet in an old theater-of-operations- 
type building. This facility has long outlived its usable life and is 
economically not repairable. Facility contained in this request will 
satisfy the commissary requirement and permit disposal of the existing 
unsatisfactory and unusable structure. 

In addition, authorization is requested for construction of 310 units 
of family housing with private capital under the provisions of title 
VIII of the National Housing Act as amended. 

Whiteman Air Force Base is the last Zone of Interior Strategic Air 
Command base to be considered. It is located 1 mile south of Knob- 
noster, Mo. The planned use of this base is for a SAC medium 
bomber mission and other SAC and MATS activities. The program 
requested for Whiteman Air Force Base totals $5,185,000. It includes 
the following items. 

The first item is an operations alert apron for the parking of alert 
aircraft. 

The next item is a ready alert crew building to be sited in the vicinity 
of the alert parking apron to accommodate the crews on alert status. 

The next item provides additional ammunition storage capability 
for the SAC mission. 

The next item furnishes utilities to the new SAC alert area and the 
last item will permit the purchase of land to obtain the necessary 
safety distance clearance around the alert aircraft. 

In addition, authorization is requested for construction of 154 units 
of family housing with private capital under the provisions of title 
VIII of the National Housing Act as amended. 

This bill also amends Public Law 85-241 to provide an additional 
$71,000 in authorization to correct increased costs on projects approved 


by that law. 
The Cuairman. All right, now, everybody has a book, volume 3— 


Tactical Air Command. 

Tell the committee something of what is the military justification 
for Tactical AirCommand. What is it? 

General Dreyer. The mission of this command, Mr. Chairman—— 

The Cuamman. Wait a minute, General. 

Mr. Duruam. Could the gentleman over here give us the page in 
the book ¢ 

Colonel Jackson. Yes, sir; page 2 of volume 3 is George Air Force 
Base. 

Mr. Durnam. All right. 

Colonel Jackson. Which is the first base of Tactical Air Command. 

The Cuartrman. All right. Give some information in regard to 
what is Tactical Air Command. 

General Dreyer. The mission of the Tactical Air Command is to 
organize, equip, train, and administer the forces assigned or attached, 
to participate in tactical air operations, including light and tactical 
bombardment, day fighter, fighter bomber, tactical missiles, troop car- 
rier, reconnaissance and support units; maintenance of liaison with 
Continental Army Command and the determination of the amount of 
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Tactical Air Command resources to allocate for the training of Air 
Force and Army personnel and units in air-ground operations; and 
maintenance of a capability and development of plans for the deploy- 
ment of plans for the capiiyaient of mobile atomic strike forces for 
use in tactical air operations in any area of the world independent of 
or in concert with other land, air, naval, and/or amphibious forces. 
This program contains a request for $15,819,000 for Tactical Air Com- 
mand and provides facilities at 7 locations. 

Included within the Tactical Air Command total program are facili- 
ties for operational and base support items totaling $7,546,000. The 
balance of the program provides facilities for a mission at 2 locations 
for $5,677,000 and an ADC mission at 1 base costing $2,596,000. 

The Cuairman, Now, what is the total amount in these 5 or 6 bases? 

Colonel Jackson. This program contains the request for $15,819,000 
for Tactical Air Command, and provides facilities at 7 locations. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Now, members of the committee, the only one—after a close exami- 
nation of each one of these items, we find that we think we are war- 
ranted in making a reduction at Seymour-Johnson Air Force Base, 
Goldsboro, from $4,858,000 down to $4,707,000. 

Colonel Jackson. The next installation to be considered is Seymour- 
Johnson Air Force Base, located 2 miles south-southeast of Goldsboro, 
N. C. The planned use of this base is for a Tactical Air Command 
fighter unit, an Air Defense Command fighter unit, and a Strategic 
Air Command heavy-bomber mission. The total program requested 
at Seymour-Johnson amounts to $4,858,000 and includes the following 
items: 

The first item is an operational alert apron for the alert parking 
of the Strategic Air Command aircraft. 

The next item is a ready alert crew building which will be sited in 
the vicinity of the alert apron to accommodate the Strategic Air Com- 
mand combat crews on alert. 

The next item provides storage for jet fuel. The requirement for 
this storage amounts to over 65,000 barrels. There exist approxi- 
mately 55,000 barrels, and the requested 10,000 barrels will complete 
this requirement. 

The next item provides ammunition storage for the assigned Air 
Defense Command fighter units. 

The next item is an airmen dining hall. The requirement for this 
facility is 2,602 spaces. There are 2,100 spaces under construction. 
The 400-man dining hall requested in this program substantially 
meets the dining-hall requirement. 

The next item furnishes utilities support for the new Strategic Air 
Command alert area. 

The last item provides a 114-mile extension of the base railroad 
system. 

Mr. Durnam. Wait a minute. 

Mr. Kircurn. Striking out what, Mr. Chairman ? 

The Cramman. About $100,000. 

Mr. Ketirner. Railroad trackage, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuatrrman. What? 

Mr. Ketiener. Railroad trackage is being cut out there. 

rl _ . y 

The Cramman. Railroad trackage. We cut that out. 














Mr. Price. Does the general have any comment on that ? 

General Renvrz. I certainly do, Mr. Price. Thank you. I con- 
sidered this railroad trackage a very important item, in order that we 
can bring the fuel up to the stor age points. I recognize that it is a 
controversial type item. We have had objections from one of the 
railroads on the extension of this track. 

Mr. Duruam. You always have, down there. Every time we try 
to do anything to facilitate the Army, Navy, or anyone else, we have 
had the same difficulty. 

General Rentz. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Durnam. The same old argument. 

The Cuairman. Mr. Kelleher, what is your reaction / 

Mr. Keviener. Mr. Chairman, I understand the Air Force, in addi- 
tion to what the general has said, has made a restudy of this matter, 
and feels it could be deferred for another year, until the study is 
completed. This additional trackage may or may not prove to be 
necessary. 

I want to make it clear that, today, they can transport their ma- 
terial down there on the existing trac kage. 

The Cuatrman. That is right. It does not interfere at all with 
the ability to deliver the goods to the station; not at all. Now, it is 
only a reduction of—how much ? 

Mr. Keviener. $151,000. 

The Cuarman. $151,000. I think we are warranted. Because, as 
the general just said, it can be 

Mr. Durnam. Mr. Chairman, why don’t we authorize it 

Mr. Price. He just said it was an important item. 

Mr. Duruam. They don’t have to spend the money this year, as 
far as that is concerned. I think this item—I know something about 
it. I know the difficulty there. 

General Rentz. Yes, sir, Mr. Durham. 

Mr. Durnam. I have been there myself, personally. 

General Rentz. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Duruam. It is one of the first things we took up when they 
located the base down there / 

General Renz. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Any other comments of the Department in regard 
to it? 

General RENTz. No, sir. I would like to say what Mr. Kelleher 
said was correct; that we have gone back to the Tactical Air Com- 
mand to take another look at this project. 

The Cuatrman. That is right. 

General Rentz. Due to the fact that we do—it is a controversial 
type item and that present trackage on the base today can bring in 
all the supplies necessary. 

The Cuamrman. That is right. 

General Renrz. It does mean a shift into the trucks and trucking 
the items a little further. It is mostly fuel. 

Mr. Duruam. Right. 

General Renvz. 1 would say if it gets deleted from this program it 
will again appear in the 1 1960 program, as we consider a very impor- 
tant item, if the Tactical Air Command comes in in their justification 
and clarifies their position. 
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Mr. Duruam. But you are having to truck that fuel today, as I 
recall, about—a couple of miles, almost. 

General Renvz. I think it isa mile and a half. 

Mr. Duruam. A mile anda half. 

General Rentz. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Duruam. Almost 2 miles. 

General Renz. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Durnam. You are going to spend your money for trucking that 
fuel over there, and it will probably cost us more than to build the 

‘ailroad. That is exactly the situation we had down at other places. 

The Cuatrman. This impresses to my mind how thorough Mr. Kel- 
leher and myself worked on this bill. We were in the office this morn- 
ing at 7 o’clock. I got here at 10 minutes to 7. Mr. Kelleher was 
alre: ady there. We read each one of these items, and where we think, 
in the interest of efficiency and economy and solvency and security, 
we can save a dollar here and a dollar there, we have been trying to 
do it. 

Mr. Price. Mr. Chairman, let me ask this question. I think the 
general has already stated it wouldn’t be in the interest of economy, 
because you have the additional trucking costs which in the years 
would add up to more than $100,000. But isn’t there an additional 
hazard involved when you have to increase the handling of that fuel # 

General Rentz. Yes, sir; there is an additional hazard generated. 

Mr. Price. This fuel is gasoline and so forth ? 

General Renz. Yes, sir, and coal and fuel oil. 

The CuHarrman. In deference to—Mr. Durham has almost per- 
suaded me to be a Christian, so Mr. Kelleher, we will have to back up 
on this one. 

Mr. Keiieuer. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. All right; lets get all the details here. 

Colonel Jackson. The first Tactical Air Command installation to 
be considered is George Air Force Base, located 1 mile east of Ade- 
lanto, Calif. The planned use of this base is for a Tactical Air Com- 
mand fighter mission, an Air Defense Command fighter mission, and 
an Air Defense Command division headquarters. The program re- 
quested for George amounts to $536,000 and consists of 1 item. 

This item will provide a 25,000- -square-feet armament and electronic 
shop ; 8,976 square feet exits in a substandard, mobilization-type build- 
ing construc ted in 1948. Since the repair and maintenance of arma- 
ment and electronic equipment must be accomplished in space which is 
air conditioned and relatively dust free, continued use of this sub- 
standard facility will jeopardize the proper maintenance and repair 
of this type of equipment. 

The next installation to be considered is Langley Air Force Base. 
This installation is located 5 miles north of Hampton, Va. The 
planned use for this base is for Tactical Air Command Headquarters, 
a Tactical Air Command tanker mission, an Air Defense Command 
fighter mission, and an Air Defense Command missile unit. The total 
program requested for Langley is $1,871,000. It consists of three 
items, as follows: 

The first item will provide ammunition storage facilities for the 
Air Defense Command fighter unit. 

The next item is an underground electric-distribution line. This 
facility involves the installation of a new 22,000-volt cable, approxi- 
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mately 1,300 feet long, between the National Advisory Committee for 
Aeronautics facility and the Langley substation. Installation of this 
distribution line will result in a cheaper power rate for Langley Air 
Force Base. 

The last item will provide two maintenance docks for the Tactical 
Air Command tanker aircraft assigned to Langley. 

In addition, authorization is requested for construction of 500 units 
of family housing with private capital under the provisions of title 
VIII of the National Housing Act, as amended. 

The next installation to be considered is Myrtle Beach Air Force 
Base. It is located 1 mile southwest of Myrtle Beach, S.C. Its planned 
use is for a Tactical Air Command fighter unit and a supporting tanker 
squadron. The program requested for Myrtle Beach amounts to 
$1,650,000. It consists of two items. 

The first item provides four high-speed refueling hydrants for the 
tanker aircraft assigned to this base. 

The next item is a TACAN station which will provide additional 
navigational aid for Myrtle Beach. 

The next item is a base photo laboratory. This facility is required 
to process film from gun cameras, to assist in the manufacture of 
training aids and for public-information-type photography. There 
is no facility existing- at Myrtle Beach which would satisfy this 
requirement. 

The next item is for a refueling vehicle shop. This shop provides 
special explosionproof-type shop area for work on aircraft refueling 
trucks. There is no facility existing at Myrtle Beach which can be 
used for this purpose. 

The next item is a ground-powered equipment shop. Nothing exists 
at Myrtle Beach suitable for this activity which involves the mainte- 
nance and repair of some 250 pieces of ground-powered equipment. 

The next item is an airmen dining hall. The requirement at Myrtle 
Beach is for 2,225 airmen dining-hall spaces; 1,500 exist. The re- 
quested 800-man dormitory will completely fill the project requirement. 

The next item is a 24-man officers quarters. The requirement for 
officers quarters space at Myrtle Beach is 116. Only 49 exist and the 
requested 24 will provide another increment toward satisfying the full 
requirement. 

The last item is an addition to the noncommissioned officers open 
mess. The requirement for this facility is 14,800 square feet. The 
existing facility is only 8,400 square feet. The facility contained in 
this request will fulfill the remaining requirement and it will provide 
a larger dining area, ball room, game room, and TV room. 

Sewart Air Force Base is the next installation to be considered and 
it is located 1 mile north of Smyrna, Tenn. The planned use of 
Sewart is for a Tactical Air Command troop-carrier mission and a 
helicopter support mission. The program requested at Sewart 
amounts to $591,000. It involves an airmen dining hall of 1,000 spaces. 
The requirement at Smyrna is 2,476 men. The existing dining-hall 
space is substandard. There is one 700-man dining hall of permanent 
type, under construction. The 1,000-man dining hall requested in this 
program provides an increment toward the total requirement. 

The next location to be considered is Shaw Air Force Base situated 
8 miles west-northwest of Sumter, S.C. The intended use of this base 
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is for a Tactical Air Command reconnaissance mission and a Tactical 
Air Command division headquarters. The program requested for 
Shaw totals 1,339,000. It includes three items: 

The first item will provide for the rehabilitation of 4,500 feet of 
the southwest end of the existing runway. The pavement requiring 
rehabilitation was constructed of only 6-inch-thick concrete back in 
1941 and 1942. It has deteriorated badly and has cracked and spalled 
in numerous places. It is necessary that this rehabilitation be accom- 
plished as quickly as possible to prevent a breakdown of flying ac- 
tivities at this base. 

The next item is an aircraft field maintenance shop. The require- 
ment for this facility is 45,700 square feet; 45,500 square feet exist ; 
however, 32,000 square feet of this is substandard and is contained 
in tents, T/O-type buildings and mobilization-type structures. The 
requested 11,231 will provide an increment totaling the full require- 
ment. 

The last item is a parachute and dinghy shop. The requirement is 
7,044 square feeet and only 2,483 square feet exist which is a sub- 
standard wood-frame building constructed back in 1941. The facility 
requested here will permit full satisfaction of the requirement for the 
parachute and dinghy shop. 

In addition, authorization is requested for the acquisition of 400 
units of Wherry housing. 

The Cuatrman. Where is that in the book? Oh, yes, I have it. 

Colonel Jackson. Turner Air Force Base is the next location to be 
considered. It is located 3 miles east, northeast of Albany, Ga. Its 
intended use is for a Strategic Air Command heavy-bomber mission 
and for mapping and chart activities. The program requested for 
Turner amounts to $5,474,000. The items involved include the fol- 
lowing: 

The first item is an operational alert apron for the parking of 
Strategic Air Command alert aircraft. 

The next item is a ready alert crew building which will be sited in 
the vicinity of the alert apron to accommodate Strategic Air Command 
crews on alert status. 

The next item will provide high-speed refueling hydrants. The re- 
quirement for these hydrants is 6; there are 4 existing and the 2 con- 
tained in this request will complete the requirement. 

The next item is a parachute and dinghy shop. The requirement 
for this facility is 7,040 square feet; 3,230 square feet exist but is con- 
tained in a substandard mobilization-type building. This request. will 
fill the requirement for a parachute and dinghy shop. 

The next item is additional aviation fuel storage. There is a re- 
quirement at Turner for 70,000 barrels of aviation fuel; 50,000 barrels 
are existing and the requested 10,000 will provide an increment toward 
the total requirement. 

The next item is an AM dormitory. The requirement for an AM 
dormitory is 2,587 spaces. There are existing 3,318. However, 2,420 
of these are substandard mobilization type; 1,298 permanent dormitory 
spaces are either existing or under construction and the 400 requested 
in this program will provide an increment toward the eventual replace- 
ment requirement. 
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The next item is an AM dining hall. The requirement for this 
facility is 2,587 spaces and there is no permanent facility existing. 
The 1,600-man dining hall in this request provides an increment toward 
the full deficiency. 

The next item is an NCO open mess. The requirement for this 
facility is 14,000 square ‘feet. The 9,200 square feet existing is con- 
tained in a substandard mobilization- -type structure built in 1941, 
which is beyond economical repair. The facility contained in this 
request will satisfy the NCO open mess requirement. 

The next item will furnish utilities to support the new Strategic 
Air Command alert area. 

The next item is an industrial waste main. This item will connect 
the aircraft washing facilities and maintenance docks to the existing 
industrial treatment plant. 

The last item will provide for the purchase of land in order to attain 
necessary safety distance clearance around alert aircraft. 

In addition, authorization is requested for construction of 200 units 
of family housing with private capital under the provisions of title 
VIII of the National Housing Act as amended. 

The Cuatrman. Wait a minute. 

Let’s goon. “Various locations, operational and training facilities, 
$503,000.” ‘ 

Colonel Jackson. The next section to be considered contains special 
facilities of an operational nature amounting to $563,000. ‘These 
facilities will support a classified mission and they are to be construed 
at three locations. Two locations have not been firmly selected. The 
third location, although selected, is classified. The committee will be 
provided with detailed information concerning the items contained in 
this request. 

The Cuamman. Now, members of the committee, this is very im- 
portant now, what we are doing now. 

Are you in position to tell us about the various locations now in 
open session 4 

General Rentz. Go ahead. 

The Cuatrman. And what is the total amount ? 

General Dreyer. The total amount of the program is 

The CuarrMan. $169 million 

General Dreyer. $169,833,000. 

The CHatrMan. Now, from an examination of the line items, we 
think that can be reduced down to $163 million. 

Mr. Keiiener. Yes, sir. 

General Rentz. May I ask the chairman—— 

The CuarrMan. Yes. 

General Rentz. What item has been deleted ? 

The CHarrman. Mr. Kelleher 

Mr. Kevtener. There are two adjustments there, Mr. Chairman. 
The first was an internal adjustment by the Air Force of $129,000, to 
take out an item relating to diesel and fuel oil storage that is no longer 
required. The large item in the amount of $6,767,000 is a building 
for a computer. If the Air Force gets the authority and money for 
this building by August of next year, it will meet their plans in en- 
tirely proper fashion. It is necessary, but it is not necessary this 
year. 
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The Cuamman. That is the way we concluded it, from an examina- 
tion of the facts in connection with it, and it doesn’t do any harm at 
all. 

General Rentz. Mr. Chairman, this is one of our SAGE installa- 
tions. That deletion will be a calculated risk, because we have never 
received our money by the end of August so that we can make the 
award. 

At this site we have to get our money and be able to award the 
last day of August in order to meet the BOD date for this SAGE 
direction center. 

Mr. Kettener. I want to point out, Mr. Chairman, the difficulty 
that the general describes, and quite accurately, too, is a difficulty 
within the executive branch. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

Mr. Ke.tieuer. The money is made available on the Hill but it 
is a question of getting it from the Bureau of the Budget and through 
the Secretary of Defense and into the Air Force itself. 

The Cuatrrman. And through the Comptroller of the Department of 
Defense. 

Mr. Kevieuer. Yes, sir. 

The Cuairman. I think—we are not going to do anything to hurt, 
but we have to make a record and we are clearly on firm ground, and 
if we reduce this down to $163 million, some $30 million off here, 
we would be clearly within the proper thing to do, because other- 
wise it is just not going to be funded. 

Without objection, it is agreed to. 

Mr. Price. Mr. Chairman 

The Cuairman. Now, members of the committee, that finishes 

Mr. Price. Mr. Chairman, I wouldn't want to say that I wouldn’t 
object to elimination of a computer, one of the key links in a chain of 
this type. I would like to have much more information on that before 
I would let this pass without objection to it. 

General Rentz. Mr. Price, as I stated before, this is one of our im- 
portant SAGE centers. 

Mr. Price. Well, a computer is one of the most important instru- 
ments you have. 

The Cuatrman, Oh, yes, but 

Mr. Pirce. I would like to know a lot more about this before I 
would eliminate it from the request. 

Mr. Ketieuer. I think the general would have to agree, Mr. Price, 
that if they get their money by August of next year it will not interfere 
with the program. They do not need it until then. 

General Rentz. That is correct. Now, as Mr. Kelleher has stated, 
it is the mechanics of getting our money out to the field so we can 
award by September 1 of that year. 

Now, in 1957, we were fortunate to get joint resolution money, and 
we were able to make awards in July. If we can take a calculated 
risk and say there is an opportunity of getting authorization and joint 
resolution money so that we can make this award in July or August 
of 1959 

The Carman. Now, General, you made a good case from your 
viewpoint, but you know it is not going to hurt anything to reduce this 
down to $163 million, this authorization. 
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Mr. Price. In other words, if this is authorized next year—— 

The Cuatrman. That is right. 

Mr. Price. It will be in time. 

The Coarrman. That is right. 

Mr. Price. To meet your schedule. 

The CHatrMan. Exactly. 

General Rentz. That is correct, Mr. Price. 

Mr. Price. In other words, we are just cutting off $30 million this 
year and adding it next year. 

The Cuatrman. That is right, exactly. 

General Rentz. That is correct. 

The Cuatrrman. Cross the bridges as you come to them. Without 
objection, the reduction is agreed to. 

Now, members of the committee, it is 5 minutes to 12. We can’t go 
any further, because there are some readjustments on these. So I ask 
you to take a recess until Monday morning at 10 o’clock. We will try 
to finish the bill then. 

Thank all the members and thank the Department. 

(Whereupon, at 11:52 a. m., the committee adjourned to reconvene 
at 10 a.m. Monday, June 9, 1958.) 


House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
CoMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, 
Washington, D.C., Monday, June 9, 1958. 

The committee met at 10 a. m., Hon. Carl Vinson, chairman, 
presiding. 

The Cuarrman. Now let the committee come to order. 

This is a continuation of the hearing on H. R. 12360. 

When the committee recessed Friday, we had reached page 43 of 
the bill, and we were on line 17. Air Materiel Command, various 
locations: Supply facilities, $500,000. 

Colonel Jackson. The mission of the Air Materiel Command is to 
provide adequate and efficient systems of procurement, production, 

maintenance, and supply for the United States Air F orce; provide 
general overall logistical support for all activities and agencies of the 
United States Air Force; train specialized units for the ac complish- 
ment of specified logistics functions in overseas areas and theaters; 
and train individuals to fill requirements of newly activated air 
depot units and replacement requests. 

This program contains a request for $696,000 and provides facilities 
at 1 location. 

This facility is to be utilized by the United States Air Force in 
Europe ¢ ‘ommand as a tenant activ ity. 

Nauasseur Air Base is the only Air Materiel Command location 
overseas to be considered. The committee has been provided with 
details concerning the mission of this installation. The program 
requested for this base totals $696,000 and it involves 3 items. Two 
of these items will provide ammunition, assembly, and storage capa- 
bility. No facilities exist at Nauasseur which will meet this require- 
ment. 

The third item will provide electrical outlets on the aircraft park- 
ing ramp and in the field maintenance and alert hangars. These 
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outlets are required for the maintenance of Century series aircraft. 

The Cuatrman. I see I marked up in my book: We increased that 
$196,000, making this $696,000. 

Gener: al, Ww hy a am I warranted in iner easing it? 

General Dreyer. Mr. C hairman, an added item of electrical outlets 
for fighter aircraft was placed at this station, sir. 

The CHatrmMan. State that over again. State it over again, be- 
-ause I didn’t catch it. 

General Dreyer. Electrical outlets in the ramp and in the hangars 
for the fighter aircraft was an added item in this program at this 
base, for the Century series aircraft. 

The Cuarmman. The back of the book, Mr. Kelleher, shows all the 
various locations ? 

Mr. Ke.iener. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. All right, without objection, that item is agreed to. 

Now, the next is Alaska Air Command. 

General Dreyer. The mission of the Alaskan Air Command is to 
organize and conduct the air defense of Alaska and provide early 
warning to the United States and Canada. ‘This command supports 
the Strategic Air Command, Military Air Transport Services, 
Comalseafron, the United States Army, and the northwest route to 
the Orient. This program contains a request for $26,416,000 for the 
Alaskan Air Command and provides facilities at 3 bases and 7 various 
locations. 

Included within the Alaskan Air Command total program are 
facilities at 6 locations totaling $12,503,000 for ground control inter- 
cept radar stations related to the western extension of DEW line and 
the air defense system; Air Force security service mission at 2 loca- 
tions totaling $13,193,000. The remainder of the program is composed 
of items totaling $720,000 to satisfy the basic mission requirement. 

The first Alaskan Air Command installation to be considered is 
Kielson Air Force Base. This installation is located 19 miles south- 
ast of Fairbanks, Alaska. The committee has been furnished with 
details concerning this mission. The program requested for this base 
totals $380,000. It involves one item. This item will provide for the 
shoulder stabilization of the existing taxiway system at Eielson to 
accommodate new-type aircraft which will utilize Eielson Air Force 
Base. 

The CHarrMan. Now, these are three very important bases to carry 
out the military mission you just described ¢ 

General Dreyer. Yes, sir, extremely important. 

The Cuarrman. Are there any questions, Mrs. St. George ? 

Mrs. Sr. Grorce. No questions. 

The CuatrmMan. Without objection, the three items are approved. 

That is on page 44, now. Various locations: A total amount of 
$21,495,000. And I marked it up $24,986,000. Now, why are we 
increasing it? 

Colonel Jackson. Mr. Chairman, that is an increase at a classified 
location for a classified mission. I am sorry, I can’t say more in open 
session about that. 

(Mr. Kelleher, aside.) 

The Cuarrman. The reason why we are increasing it some $3 mil- 
lion is highly classified ¢ 


Colonel Jackson. Yes, sir. 
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The CuHarrMan. Without objection, the item is agreed to. 

Yolonel Jackson. The next installation to be considered is Elmen- 
dorf Air Force Base located 2 miles northwest of Anchorage, Alask: 
The committee has been provided with information concerning the 
planned use of this base. The total project being requested amounts 
to $710,000. This program involves the modification of an existing 
classified operational facility. 

The next location is King Salmon Airport located 15 miles east of 
Naknek, Alaska. The committee has been provided with details con- 
cerning the planned use of this base. The program requested for 
King Salmon amounts to $340,000. It includes a 1,000-foot overrun 
on the southwest end of the existing runway at King Salmon. Oper- 
ations from this runway are marginal and this overrun will provide a 
substantial margin of safety for flight operation. 

The next location to be considered is Bethel Air Force Station 
located 2 miles east of Bethel, Alaska. Details concerning the planned 
use of this installation have been furnished to the committee. The 
program requested for Bethel amounts to $304,000. This program 
involves the construction of approxim: itely 5 miles of liquid fuel 
pipeline. This line will permit direct supply to the bulk fuel storage 
area at this location. It will correct the current problem of having to 
transport fuel to this location. 

Colonel Jackson. The next location is Ford Yukon Air Force Sta- 

tion located approximately 3 miles north of Fort Yukon, Alaska. The 

committee has been provided with details concerning the planned use 
of this installation. The program requested amounts to $144,000 and 
proposes the construction of approximately 114 miles of liquid fuel 
pipeline to supply fuel oil from the beach unloading area to the 
storage tanks on the site. 

The next location to be considered is Indian Mountain Air Force 
Station located approximately 20 miles southeast of Hughes, Alaska. 
The committee has been furnished details concerning the planned use 
of this base. The program requested totals $2,899,000. It will pro- 
vide for the construction of a composite building for personnel at this 
location. Contained in this facility will be troop housing and dining 
space, recreational space, an air-to-ground communications center, 
emergency vehicle storage, and the like. This facility will provide a 
replacement for like facilities of an extremely substandard nature now 
existing at this location. 

Mulgrave Hills is the next location to be considered. It is located 
near Mulgrave Hills, Alaska. The committee has been provided with 
details concerning this location. The program requested amounts to 
$6,657,000. It will provide two items. 

The first item consists of a 5,000-foot-long landing strip. 

The next item will provide a composite structure which will contain 
an operational area, troop housing and messing facilities, recreational 
area, and maintenance facilities. 

The next location is Shemya Air Force Station, located on Shemya 
Island, Alaska. The committee has been provided with details con- 
cerning the planned use of this installation. The program requested 
for Shemya amounts to $12,483,000. The program consists of the 
provision of a composite building which will include an operations 
area, troop housing and messing facilities, a recreational area, medical 


facilities, and the like. This program also involves the purchase and 
rehabilitation of three existing structures which will be used as a 
theater, NCO club, and a gymnasium. Nothing exists at this location 
which will satisfy these requirements. 

The next location to be considered is Sparrevohn Air Force Station 
in Alaska. The committe has been provided with details concerning 
the planned use of this installation. The program requested for this 
base amounts to $2,088,000. This program will provide a composite 
building containing troop housing and messing facilities, a recreation 
area for the officers and airmen assigned to this location. The exist- 
ing facilities are extremely substandard and have resulted in low 
operating effectiveness and poor morale on the part of personnel who 
must live in this remote location. 

Unalakleet Air Force Station is the next installation to be consid- 
ered and it is located 3 miles east of Unalakleet, Alaska. ‘The com- 
mittee has been furnished with details concerning the planned use of 
this installation. The program requested amounts to $411,000. It 
proposed the construction of approximately 5 miles of liquid fuel 
pipeline to permit the offloading of bulk POL at the beach unloading 
area and direct transfer of liquid fuel to the fuel tanks on site. Pro- 
vision of this facility will result in an estimated yearly saving of 
approximately $235,000. 

Now page 44 of the bill. Caribbean Air Command. 

The mission of the Caribbean Air Command is to provide super- 
vision, guidance, and administrative control of the USAF missions in 
Latin America; provide supervision, guidance, and administrative 
control of the Air Force phase of the mutual defense assistance pro- 
gram (MDAP) for Latin American countries; conduct a USAF 
school for Latin America; provide logistic support for air attachés 
and USAF missions in Latin America, provide airlift within Latin 
America for the Inter-American Geodetic Survey team and provide 
administrative control of the United States Air Force Section, Joint 
Brazil-United States Military Commission. This program contains 
a request for $1,540,000 for the Caribbean Air Command and provides 
facilities at one base. 

The Cuamman. Now, Howard Air Force Base, C. Z. 

Colonel Jackson. Howard Air Force Base is the only Caribbean 
Air Command installation to be considered. It is located approxi- 
mately 4 miles southwest of Balboa in the Canal Zone. The commit- 
tee has been provided with details concerning the planned use of this 
installation. The program requested total $1,540,000. This program 
will provide for the strengthening, by means of an overlay, of the 
existing runway at Howard and necessary connecting taxiways and 
aircraft neal apron. It is necessary to rehabilitate this runway 
in order to transfer heavy flying operations from Albrook Air Force 
Base to Howard. The runway length at Albrook, coupled with 
extremely hazardous approaches, have made this action necessary. 

The CHatrrmMan. What is your military justification for that base ? 

Colonel Jackson. Mr. Chairman, this item that we are requesting 
here is a rehabilitation of the existing runway at Howard. That will 
permit us to take some of the heavy flying out of Albrook and move it 
over to Howard. Albrook has extremely poor approaches, and one 
of the approaches is over a school. It is an extremely dangerous 
situation. 
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The Cuatmrman,. Any questions? 

(No response. ) 

The Cuarrman. If not, we will approve that airbase. 

Now, Military Air Transport Service, various locations, $5,347,000. 

Colonel JACKSON. It starts on page 32 of volume 4, Mr. Chairman. 

The mission of the Military Air Transport Service is to provide 
aircraft required in support of approved joint war plans; scheduled 
air lifts for the Department of Defense between the continental 
United States and overseas areas; between and within overseas areas; 
worldwide air transport; air weather; airways and air communica- 
tions; air-rescue service systems, and organization and training of 
Air Resupply and Communications Service and all elements ther reof. 
This program contains a request for $5,347,000 for the Military Air 
Transport Service and provides facilities at three various locations. 

Included within the Military Air Transport Service program are 
facilities for the Military Air Transport Service to satisfy the basic 
mission requirements totaling $4,507,000 at 3 locations, and facilities 
in support of the SAC mission totaling $840,000 at these same 3 
locations. 

The Cuairman. Any questions, Mrs. St. George / 

Mrs. St. Grorce. No. 

The CuarrMan. Without objection 

Mr. Bares. What is this item under Iceland, here? 

General Dreyer. Keflavik. 

Colonel Jackson. Yes, sir, on page 32 

Mr. Bates. Yes. 

Colonel Jackson. Is that the item you referred to—is that storage 
base, demineralized water ? 

Mr. Bares. Yes. What isthat all about ? 

Colonel Jackson. That is for takeoff assist, Mr. Bates, for Strategic 
Air Command aircraft. 

Mr. Bares. What does the water have to do with it ? 

Colonel Jackson. It is water injection. It gives added power— 
added thrust. 

Mr. Batrs. Whiat is it, steam ? 

General Dreyer. Actually, that is what happens to it when it gets 
into the engine, and increases the volume of gases in there to give it 
additional thrust only on takeoff, when it is fully loaded. 


Mr. Bates. Is this special w ater or storage, or what ? 
General Dreyer. It is only demineralized to the point where the 


mineral content is such that it will not deteriorate the blades in the 


engine of the aircraft. 
Colonel Jackson. This item, Mr. Bates, here, is for the storage of 


that water. 

Mr. Bates. I understand that. 

General Dreyer. This manufactures and stores it. 

Mr. Bates. What are you doing up there now ? 

General Dreyer. Right now we are not exercising this base with 
this type of an aircraft, which will come in later on. It is only for 
the J—57 engine, on the *KC-135 and the B-52" s, that require this. 

Mr. Bates. Do you propose to put this in other bases, using the 


same engine ¢ 
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General Dreyer. We have installed it at a number of the Zone of 
Interior bases already, sir. 

Keflavik Airport is the first Military Air Transport Service in- 
stallation to be considered. Keflavik is located in Iceland. The com- 
mittee has been provided with details concerning the intended use of 
Keflavik. The program requests amount to $910,000. This program 
will provide two storage facilities which are required in support of 
the planned mission. There are no facilitiess existing at Keflavik 
which will meet this requirement. 

In addition, authorization is requested for the construction of 300 
units of family housing under the surplus commodity program. 

Kindley Air Force Base is the next location to be considered. This 
installation is located in Bermuda. The committee has been provided 
with details concerning the planned use of this base. The program 
requested for Kindley amounts to $1,955,000. It involves the follow- 
ing items: 

The first item is an aircraft maintenance dock. Aircraft are cur- 
rently using an old deteriorated hangar covered with sheet metal 
which has rusted to the point that it is not economically repairable. 

The next item is an automotive maintenance shop. The require- 
ment for this facility is 21,700 square feet. This activity is housed in 
27,500 square feet which is composed of buildings located in the vicin- 
ity of the flight line. These buildings are all urgently needed for 
flight-line functions and activities. 

The next item is an installation engineer administrative facility. 
The existing facility is in substandard condition and is situated so 
that it projects some 32 feet into the runway approach zone. The 
facility requested here will permit relocation of this activity and 
demolition of this flying hazard. 

The next facility is an installations engineer maintenance shop. 
The situation regarding this facility is virtually identical to that of 
the administrative facility previously discussed. 

The last item will provide demineralized water storage capability. 
Demineralized water is required for takeoff assist of aircraft which 
will be utilizing Kindley. 

In addition, authorization is requested for the construction of 300 
units of family housing under the surplus commodity program. 

The next location to be considered is Lajes Field. Lajes Field is 
located in the Azores. The committee has been provided with details 
concerning the planned mission of this base. The program requested 
amounts to $2,482,000. It includes the following items: 

The first item is an aircraft engine inspection and repair shop. 
The requirement for this facility is 24,000 square feet; 10,000 square 
feet has been authorized through previous military construction 
programs. This authorization, together with this request, will fill the 
requirement for the engine inspection and repair function at Lajes. 

The next item provides storage for demineralized water which is 
required for takeoff assist of aircraft which will be utilizing Lajes 
Field. 

The next item is an addition to the dependent school. The require- 
ment for a dependent school is 48,800 square feet. Against this re- 
quirement only 12,900 square feet exists of which approximately one- 
half is contained in substandard British prefabs. The 27,795 square 
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feet contained in this request, together with the existing assets and 
authorizations provided in previous programs, will meet ‘the require- 
ment for elementary school facilities at. Lajes. 

The last item is an addition to the electric primary powerplant. 
This item will provide an addition to the powerplant and the instal- 
lation of two 750-kilowatt geenrators. This addition is necessary to 
meet a critical deficiency and power requirements at Lajes. 

In addition, authorization is requested for the construction of 306 
units of family housing under the surplus commodity program. 

The CuatrmMan. Without objection, these items are approved. 

Now, the next is Pacific Air Force Command. Hickman Airfield, 
$144,000. 

Colonel Jackson. Page 47 of volume 4, Mr. Chairman. 

The mission of the Pacific Air Forces is to conduct tactical air 
operations, the air defense of Japan, Ryukyus, Marianas, Hawaii, 
and the United States installations in the Philippines; provide air 
transportation for combat troops, other personnel and supplies i in the 
Pacific and Far East areas; and to provide logistic support to 
PACAF and SAC forces. This program contains a request for $16,- 
671,000 for the Pacific Air Forces and provides facilities at 2 bases 
and 11 various locations. . 

The Pacific Air Forces program includes facilities for a classified 
operational mission at 5 locations totaling $7,050,000, a mobile radio 
squadron at 1 classhified location for $857,000, and a fighter mission 
at 1 location for $203,000; 1 project for $116,000 in support of the 
SAC mission; $839,000 in support of overseas Military Air Trans- 
eS Service at 1 location. The remainder of the program totaling 
$7,606,000 is composed of items to meet the basic Pacific Air Forces 
mission requirements. 

Included in the Strategic Air Command program are facilities 
amounting to $343,000 for PACAF units at Anderson Air Force 
Base, Guam. 

The first Pacific airbase installation to be considered is Hickam 
Air Force Base. This installation is located 6 miles west of the city 
of Hickam in Hawaii. The planned use of this base is for the head- 
quarters of the Pacific Air Forces, Military Air Transport Service 
activities, and other missions for which the committee has been fur- 
nished details. The program requested for Hickam totals $144,000. 
This program involves two items. 

The first item is an addition to the Globecom relay center which 
is necessary for the installation of additional Globecom equipment. 

The second item will provide storage for demineralized water which 
is required for takeoff assist of airc raft which will be using Hickam 
Air Force Base. 

In addition, authorization is requested for construction of 600 
units of family housing with private capital under the provisions of 
title VIII of the National Housing Act as amended. 

The Cuamman. What do you want that for? 

General Dreyer. The mission of the Pacific Air Forces is to con- 
duct tactica. air operations, the air defense of Japan, Ryukyus, Mari- 
annas, Hawaii, and the United States installations in the Philippines; 
provide air transportation for combat troops, other personnel and 
supplies in the Pacific and Far East areas; and, to provide logistic 
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support to PACAF and SAC forces. This program contains a re- 
quest for $16,671,000 for the Pacific Air Forces and provides facil- 
ities at 2 bases and 11 various locations. 

The Cuamman. Any questions from any members of the com- 
mittee ? 

(No response. ) 

The CuarrMan. If not, the item is approved. 

Mr. Bares. Mr. Chairman, I weil like to know a. httle—maybe 
we can’t discuss it in open session. But we have more money for 
airfields in Japan. We probably ought to get into that im executive 
session. But I would like to know something about spending money 
there and what our tenure is going to be over there. 

The CuarrmMan. How much does the breakdown show you are 
spending there? 

Colonel Jackson. Including Okinawa, Mr. Chairman, it is $15 
million, approximately. 

General Dreyer. Just Japan ? 

Was the question just the amount of money being spent in Japan / 

(Mr. Bates nods.) 

Colonel Jackson. I am sorry, Mr. Chairman, I gave you a wrong 
figure. 

Mr. Bares. I think it is just TACAN station. 

Colonel Jackson. There is only about $300,000 here, in Japan. 

General Dreyer. That is correct. 

The Cratrman. The next is the item “Various locations,” you just 
addressed the committee about, is that correct ? 

Colonel Jackson. That includes other places, other than Japan. 

‘The Cuamman. Yes. My first question was about Hickam Airfield 
and Midway. We had not reached “Various locations.” 

Colonel Jackson. That is correct, sir. 

The Cuarrman. You were addressing your remarks to the various 
locations ? 

Mr. Keiiener. He was. 

Colonel Jackson. I believe Mr. Bates was asking about various 
locations. 

Mr. Bares. Yes; I wanted to know something about our tenure in 
Japan. Maybe we shouldn’t discuss it now. I think we should dis- 
cuss it before the hearing is over, and also the situation at Hickam 
Field. 

The CrarrmMan. Can you tell the committee how much of the 
$14,454,000 is being spent in Japan ¢ 

Colonel Jackson. $276,000, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHatrMan. $276,000. 

Colonel Jackson. Yes, sir. 

General Dreyer. And, incidentally, sir, they are only items that go 
with the airfield, such as Navaid and the lighting. That is the only 
thing I can find in this program applicable to the bases in Japan, 
facilities in being. 

The Cuairman. I find, members of the committee, I have increased 
this item from $14,454,000 to $15,688,000. Now, why are we increas 
ing it? 

Colonel Jackson. Mr. Chairman, that is also a classified facility, 
for $1,234,000. 

(Mr. Kelleher aside.) 
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The Cuarrman,. All right, we understand what the classified infor- 
mation is about. Without objection, we will approve this item for 
$15,688,000. 

Now, the next is Strategic Air Command, Anderson Air Force Base, 
Guam, $1,508,000. 

Colonel Jackson. The first Strategic Air Command installation 
overseas to be considered is Anderson Air Force Base located on the 
island of Guam in the Mariana Islands. The committee has been pro- 
vided with details concerning the planned use of this installation. 
The program requested amounts to $1,508,000 and contains the fol- 
lowing items: 

The first item is an ILS facility. This item is needed to increase the 
all-weather capability of Andersen Air Force Base. 

The next item is a radar approach control facility. This item will 
furnish air traffic control under all weather conditions for the entire 
Guam area. The next two items are aircraft organizational mainte- 
nance shops. The first of these shops will be utilized by the Air De- 
fense Command mission at Andersen and the second shop will be used 
by the Military Air Transport Service units on Andersen Airbase. 
Nothing exists at Andersen that will meet these requirements. The 
last item will provide storage for demineralized water. This is re- 
quired for takeoff assists of aircraft which will be using Andersen 
Air Base. 

In addition, authorization is requested for construction of 1,050 
units of family housing with private capital under the provisions of 
title VIII of the National Housing Act, as amended. 

The sixth of the overseas major commands to be reviewed is the 
Strategic Air Command. The mission of this command is to organize, 
train, equip, administer, and prepare a force capable of conducting 
strategic air operations in accordance with directives and policies is- 
sued by Headquarters, United States Air Force. This program con- 
tains a request for $23,582,000 for the Strategic Air Command and 
provides facilities at 2 Air Force bases and 9 various locations lo- 
cated in Great Britain, Greenland, Guam, Morocco, Newfoundland, 
Puerto Rico, and Spain. 

Included within Strategic Air Command program are facilities to 
support MATS operations totaling $342,000 and at 3 locations proj- 
ects for support of tenant fighter interceptor aircraft totaling $1,315.- 
000, broken down as follows: $343,000—Pacific Air Force; $221,000— 
Air Defense Command overseas; and $751,000 for United States Air 
Forces in Europe. The remainder of the program is composed of 
items to satisfy the basic SAC mission requirements. In addition to 
the program outlined above, facilities to support the Strategic Air 
Command are included within the MATS overseas program in the 
amount of $840,000 and Pacific Air Force in the amount of $116,000. 

The next installation to be considered is Midway Naval Air Station. 
This installation is located on Midway Island. The committee has 
been provided with details concerning the mission of this installation. 
The program requested totals $839,000. It involves the construction 
of additional aviation fuel storage tank. The Air Force require- 
ment at Midway is 142,500 barrels, 25,000 barrels have been previously 
authorized and the 50,000-barrel request contained in this program 
will meet approximately one-half of the storage requirement. 
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The next location to be considered is Brady Air Base in Japan. 
The committee has been provided with details concerning the planned 
use of this installation. The program requested totals $31,000, It 
will provide a TACAN station which is necessary to increase the all- 
weather capability of this installation. 

The next installation to be considered is Clark Air Force Base. 
Clark Air Force Base is located in the Philippines. Details con- 
cerning its planned use have been furnished to the committee. The 
total program requested for Clark amounts to $1,022,000. This pro- 
gram contains three items: 

The first item is an ILS facility which will increase the all- 
weather capability of Clark. 

The next item will furnish Clark with additional ammunition stor- 
age capability for the planned mission. 

The last item will provide electric power. The project is neces- 
sary in order to replace the existing high-speed nonstandard gen- 
erators in the Clark powerplant with much more dependable and re- 
liable speed diesel generating units. 

In addition, authorization is requested for the construction of 900 
units of family housing under the surplus commodity program. 

Itazuke Air Base is the next location to be considered and it is 
situated in Japan. The committee has been furnished details con- 
cerning the intended use of this installation. The project requested 
amounts to $35,000 and it will provide taxiway lights for the taxiway 
loop on the east side of the runway at Itazuke. Presently flarepots 
are being used during the hours of darkness and during inclement 
weather. 

Iwo Jima Air Base is the next installation to be considered. It is 
located on the Voleano Islands. Details concerning the planned 
mission for this installation have been furnished to the committee. 
The program requested amounts to $2,772,000. It consists of the fol- 
lowing items: 

The first item is a liquid fuel pipeline. This pipeline will permit 
the unloading of bulk POL from offshore stations and direct transfer 
to the bulk storage tank on the island. 

The next item will provide 1,500 feet of runway approach lights on 
both ends of the existing runway. There are currently no approach 
lights existing. 

The next item is an airmen dormitory. Existing dormitories at 
Iwo Jima are eight substandard quonsets. This project will provide 
266 spaces toward satisfying the total requirement of approximately 
450 spaces. 

The next item is an airman dining hall. The existing dining hall 
is a substandard quonset-type structure. The facility requested here 
will provide a 400-man dining hall of permanent construction. 

The next item is a bachelor officers’ quarters. The existing officers 
quarters are all contained in substandard quonsets. The 40 spaces re- 
quested in this program will provide an increment toward the total 
requirement of 54 spaces. 

The next installation to be considered is Kadena Air base. It is 
located on Okinawa. The committee has been furnished with details 
concerning the planned use of this installation. The total program 
requested for this installation amounts to $3,666,000. It will provide 











1a7t2 


for the construction of a field-maintenance hanger of 14,800 square feet. 
Field maintenance activity at Kadena is now ‘being performed either 
outside in the open or in two shedlike open-end temporary-type 
hangars. 

In addition, authorization is requested for the construction of 200 
units of family housing under the surplus-commodity program. 

The next installation to be considered is Misawa Airbase. It is 
located in Japan. Details concerning the intended use of this instal- 
lation have been furnished to the committee. The program requested 
totals $32,000. It will provide for the construction of a fixed TACAN 
station to increase the all-weather capability of this installation. 

The next installation to be considered is Naha Airbase and it is 
located in Okinawa. The committee has been furnished details con- 
cerning the intended use of this base. The program requested amounts 
to $45,000. It will provide for the relocation and modification of the 
existing jet-engine test stand. The existing stand is located within 
2,500 feet of the airmen’s dormitor y and creates an unacceptable noise 
level. This project will provide for the relocation and for the increase 
of the thrust cMpability from 10,000 pounds to 20,000 pounds. 

The next three facilities to be considered are for classified locations. 
The committee has been furnished details concerning the location and 
intended use of these‘installations. The total amount requested for 
these facilities is $7,907,000. It involves construction of operational 
facilities, administrative f: icilities, storage facilities, troop housing and 
dining, recreational facilites, and utilities to support these classified 
activities. 

Yokota Airbase is the next installation to be considered and it is 
located in Japan. The committee has been provided with details con- 
cerning the intended use of this base. The program requested amounts 
to $178, 000. It contains two items. The first item is an ILS facility 
which is necessary to increase the all-weather capability of Yokota 
Airbase. The second item will provide for the rehabilitation of the 
existing parachute and dinghy shop. This item will rehabilitate the 
existing 4,900 square-foot building in addition to increasing its capac- 
ity by approximately 2,000 square ‘feet. 

The Cuamman. Now, tell me again, what are you going to do over 
at Guam ? 

Colonel Jackson. Mr. Chairman, the major items here are a radar 
approach control facility, an aircraft maintenance shop—two of 
and storage base, demineralized water, which is another one of 
thoes items Mr. Bates was just discussing. 

The CHarrman. How large a military personnel do you have at 
Guam ¢ 

Colonel Jackson. At the present time, Mr. Chairman, it is approxi- 
mately 5,900 people there. 

The Cuarrman. Fifty-nine ? 

Colonel Jackson. Yes, sir. 

The Cuamman. How lar ge a personnel—what is the complement of 
the Army and the Navy at Guam? Have you got that? 

Colonel Jackson. No, sir; I am sorry, I do not. These are merely 
the figures on Andersen itself. 

The Cuarmman. But as far as the Air Force is concerned, about 
5,500 people. 

General Dreyer. 5,900, sir. 
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The Cuamman. Fifty-nine. What did you say as to the type of 
military missions you have there? 

Colonel Jackson. We have an air defense mission. We have a 
weather reconnaissance mission, an air fueling mission, a heavy 
bomber mission, and an air rescue mission. 

The Cuatrman. And in addition to that, you will come along and 
build some houses for the Air Force at Guam. 

Colonel Jackson. That is correct, sir. 

The Cuairman. That is in another section of the bill. 

Without objection, the item is approved. 

Now, the next is Ramey Air Force Base, P. R. 

Colonel Jackson. Yes, sir; on page 100 of the red book. 

Ramey Air Force Base is the next installation to be considered. It 
is located in Puerto Rico. The committee has been furnished details 
concerning the planned use of this installation. The program request 
for Ramey Air Force Base amounts to $643,000. It involves the 
following items: 

The first item is a semimobile GCA facility. The GCA presently 
available to Ramey does not provide the necessary pagcision required 
in all-weather operations. This item will correct this situation. 

The next item is an aircraft maintenance shop. This item will mod- 
ify an existing facility for field maintenance work on new types of 
equipment. 

The next item is a parachute and dinghy shop. A Butler-type 
building is currently being used at Ramsey for this activity. The 
existing facility is open to dust and moisture. The facility contained 
in this request will provide a permanent, standard building for this 
important activity. The last item will provide additional ammunition 
storage capacity at Ramey. 

The CHarrMan. I have reduced that item from $1,470,000 to 
$643,000. 

Mr. Keciener. Instead of building a new aircraft shop down there 
they are going to modify an existing one, Mr. Chairman, and cut the 
price about in half. 

The CHamman. All right. Without objection, the item is agreed 
to. 

Now, on page 45, various locations. 

That has been reduced from $23,040,000 to $21,431,000. 

Mr. Ketitener. A high school and a civilian dormitory have been 
eliminated from the program, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuairman. At what point? 

Mr. Ketieuer. In England, sir. 

The Cuatrman. What? 

Mr. Ke_tener. Lakenheath RAF Station. 

Colonel Jackson. Lakenheath, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Ketiener. Lakenheath. 

Colonel Jackson. Page 125. 

The CratrMan. Without objection that item is agreed to. 

Now, United States Air Force in Europe. I see here it is marked up 
to increase it from $17,172,000 to $19,952,000. What’s that increase? 

Mr. Kretieuer. There are 22 internal changes in there, Mr. Chair- 
man. A number of them are large, except perhaps the cut of a taxi- 
way, a hangar, and a test stand in Germany, for $967,000. The rest 











of them are all under half a million, and some of them very small, of 
forty and fifty thousand—22 changes in all. 

The CHamman. And that brings about an increase of about $2 
million ? 

Mr. Kewiener. Yes, sir. 

Colonel Jackson. The next installation is Ben Guerir Air Base 
located in Morocco. Details concerning its planned use have been 
made available to the committee. The program request for Ben 
Guerir consists of $165,000 and consists of one item, storage for demin- 
eralized water which is required for takeoff assist of aircraft which 
will be using Ben Guerir Air Base. 

In addition, authorization is requested for the construction of 248 
units of family housing under the surplus commodity program. 

The next installation to be considered is Ernest Harmon located in 
Newfoundland, Canada. The committee has been provided details 
concerning the planned use of this installation. The program re- 

uested for Ernest Harmon amounts to $4,450,000. It includes the 
ollowing items. 

The first ites will provide two 1,000-foot paved overruns on the ends 
of the primary runway. 

The next item will provide the outer marker for the ILS system. 
This will improve and complete the existing facility. 

The next item is a ready alert crew building. This facility is nev- 
essary for personnel shelter of crews on continuous alert duty. 

The next item is an aircraft weapons calibration shelter. This fa- 
cility will be used for bore siting and harmonization of aircraft firing 
control systems. Nothing exists at Ernest Harmon which will meet 
this need. 

The next item is a refueling vehicle shop. Only 1,250 square feet 
presently exist for this activity. It is extremely substandard and the 
refueling vehicles are currently being maintained largely in the open. 

The next item is 196 units of family housing. The requirement for 
family housing at Harmon is 1,051 units; 656 units either exist or have 
been previously authorized. This request of 196 units will still leave 
a substantial deficiency. 

The next item is an addition to the elmentary dependent school. The 
school requirement at Harmon is 54,894 square feet—27,000 square 
feet of space presently exists. The 10,000 square feet requested in this 
program will provide an increment toward the total requirement. 

The last two items provide additional electric power and heating 
plant capability. The requirement for both of these items has been 
generated largely because of base expansion and the need to provide 
such service to new facilities which have recently been programed and 
those which are contained in this request. 

The next location to be considered is Goose Air base. It is located 
in Labrador. The committee has been provided with details con- 
cerning the planned use of this installation. The program requested 
amounts to $2,284,000. It consists of the following items. 

The first item will provide a 1,000-foot overrun on both ends of 
the primary runway. 

The next item will provide approach lights on the instrument end 
of the primary runway. The existing lights do not provide the de- 
sired visibility for high-speed, low-approach, jet aircraft. 





The next item is a ready alert crew facility. This building is 
necessary to provide personnel shelter for crews on continuous alert. 

The next item is 196 units of family housing. Of the total require- 
ment of 1,619 units of family housing at Goose, there are 643 units 
existing or under construction. The units contained in this request 
will provide an increment toward satisfying the full requirement. 

The last 2 items are essentially utility items, the first of which will 
provide additional electric power and the second will provide for 
the connecting of the heating plant to 15 buildings. 

Moron Air base is the next location to be considered. It is located 
in Spain. The committee has been provided with details concerning 
the planned use of this installation, The program requested for 
this installation totals $125,000. It proposes the construction of stor- 
age tanks for demineralized water. Demineralized water is necessary 
for takeoff assists of aircraft which are expected to use this installa- 
tion. 

In addition, authorization is requested for the construction of 40 
units of family housing under the surplus commodity program. 

The next installation to be considered is Sidi Slimane. Sidi Sli- 
mane is located in Morocco. The committee has been provided with 
details concerning the planned mission of this installation. Items 
included in this program requested for Sidi Slimane amount to 
$947,000. The program contains three items. 

The first item provides storage for water alcohol. Water alcohol 
is used as a takeoff assist for aircraft expected to use this installation. 

The remaining three items will provide ammo storage capability 
and electrification outlets on the ramp and in hangars for Century 
series aircraft. 

In addition, authorization is requested for the construction of 295 
units of family housing under the surplus commodity program. 

The next location to be considered is Sondrestrom Air Base which 
is located in Greenland. The committee has been furnished details 
concerning the mission of this installation. The program requested 
amounts to $6,413,000 and includes the following items: 

The first item is an aircraft maintenance dock which is required 
for maintenance of aircraft assigned to Sondrestrom Air Base. 

The next item provides additional bulk storage of Av-fuel. 

The next item is a base warehouse. The requirement for warehouse 
space is 128,600 square feet; 44,200 square feet exist and the 40,000 
square feet contained in this request will fill approximately one-half 
of the total warehouse requirement. 

The next item is a bread bakery. The existing facility is extremely 
substandard and has been condemned by the surgeon since it cannot 
meet sanitary requirements. The requested facility will provide a 
permanent building and correct this problem. 

The last item is a base theater. The existing theater is temporary: 
it was built in 1942. It contains no latrine facilities or other facilities 
normally expected in a theater. It is inadequate for stage shows. The 
facility contained in this request for 350 seats will fill the require- 
ment. 

The next installation to be considered is Thule Air Base in Green- 
land. The committee has been provided details concerning the 
planned use of this installation. The total program requested amounts 
to $6,599,000. It is composed of three items. 
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The first item is a fixed TACAN station. This facility will increase 
the all-weather capacity at Thule. 

The next item provides for the rehabilitation of the existing run- 
way. It is proposed in this project to level and resurface approxi- 
mately 150,000 square yards of the instrument runway. It will also 
provide for extensive drainage work in the airfield complex. 

The last item is a utility item. This facility will provide the ur- 
gently needed waterborne sanitary sewage system. 

Torrejon Air Base is the last Strategic Air Command overseas in- 
stallation to be considered. It is located in Spain. The committee 
has been provided details concerning the intended use of this installa- 
tion. The program requested totals $448,000. It involves the con- 
struction of a gymnasium. There is no gymnasium facility currently 
existing at Torrejon and this facility is necessary to provide recrea- 
tion for personnel assigned to this installation. 

In addition, authorization is requested for the construction of 460 
units of family housing under the surplus commodity program. 

The mission of the United States Air Forces in Europe is to 
support the Supreme Allied Commander, Europe; United States com- 
mander in chief, Europe, and the other component commanders under 
USCINCEUR in their assigned missions; to fulfill responsibilities 
assigned the Joint Chiefs of Staff in areas not included in either the 
NATO or USCINCEUR’s area of responsibility, and to support com- 
manders operating directly under the Joint Chiefs of Staff. This 
program contains a request for $19,985,000 for United States Air 
Forces in Europe and provides facilities at 30 locations. 

Included in the program are facilities to support aircraft control 
and warning activities at 4 locations totaling $672,000; mobile radio 
squadrons at 3 locations totaling $5,101,000 ; facilities at 3 bases total- 
ing $2,822,000 in support of tac ctical euided missiles. Also included 
are 250 family units at 2 locations. The remainder of the program 
is composed of items to satisfy the basic USAFE mission require- 
ment. 

The first United States Air Forces in Europe location is classified. 
The committee has been furnished details regarding the location and 
mission of this installation. It involves a program tot: aling $2,- 
748,000. Facilities being requested for this location include aircraft 
maintenance fac ilities, a parachute and dinghy shop, an addition to 
a cold-storage plant, a dispensary, family housing, airmen dormi- 
tories, officers’ quarters, an addition to the dependent school, a chapel 
with education wing, and a noncommissioned officers’ open mess and 
an officers’ open mess. All of these facilities are urgent requirements. 
They are all either deficiencies or in a certain few cases replacements 
for extremely substandard quonset-type facilities. Further details 
concerning individual items have been furnished to the committee. 

The next location is Aleonbury RAF Station. This installation is 
located in England and details concerning its planned mission have 
been made available to the committee. The total program request 
amounts to $55,000 and it will provide for the modification of the 
existing electric substation. Recent changes and types of equip- 
ment by the British have outmoded the interrupting capability of 
this substation. Fuses for the types of equipment in the existing 
substation are no longer manufactured and short circuits have been 
known to create explosions in similar substations. Accordingly, it 
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is necessary that this work be accomplished at the earliest possible 

date. 

In addition, authorization is requested for the construction of 50 
units of family housing under the surplus commodity program. 

The next installation is classified and details coneerning its location 
and mission have been made available to the committee. The pro- 
gram request for this installation amounts to $22,000 and provides 
a hardstand for an existing GCA facility. 

The next location to be considered is Bentwaters RAF Station. It 
is located in England and details concerning its mission have been 
made available to the committee. The program request for Bent- 
waters amounts to $271,000. This program requests the authority 
to construct an 800-man airmen dining hall. The only existing facil- 
ity is a quonset type structure which is extremely unsatisfactory. 

In addition, authorization is requested for the construction of 190 
units of family housing under the surplus commodity program. 

Bitburg Airbase is the next installation to be considered. It is 
located in Germany and details concerning its planned use have been 
made available to the committee. The program request for Bitburg 
amounts to $490,000 and it consists of the following: 

The first item provides sound treatment for an existing jet engine 
test stand. 

The next item provides an ammunition storage igloo for Bitburg. 

The next item will provide for the modification of an existing alert 
hangar so that it can accommodate Century series aircraft. 

The last item will provide electrical outlets on the ramp and in the 
hangars for maintenance and assigned aircraft. 

The next installation to be considered is a classified facility. De- 
tails concerning its location and mission have been made available 
to the committee. The program request amounts to $848,000 and it 
provides for 3 operational and training items. 

The next location to be considered is Camp New Amsterdam. This 
installation is located in the Netherlands and details concerning its 
planned use have been made available to the committee. The pro- 
gram request amounts to $1,547,000 and it consists of seven items. 
These items will provide aircraft alert and maintenance facilities 
and ammunition storage facilities for this installation. Nothing cur- 
rently exists to meet this requirement. 

The next installation to be considered is Chaumont Airbase located 
in France. The committee has been provided details concerning the 
planned use of this installation. The program request for Chaumont 
amounts to $250,000, and consists of the following items. 

The first item will provide sound treatment for an existing jet 
engine test stand. 

The second item will furnish additional water pumping capability 
for Chaumont. There is a critical water shortage on this base and 
this item will provide for 125 gallons per minute pressure pumps 
and one 500 gallons per minute fire pump will correct the water short- 
age problem. 

The next location to be considered is Erbeskopf Tech Annex. It 
is located in Germany. The committee has been provided details 
concerning the planned use of this installation. The program being 
requested amounts to $22,000. This request involves construction 
of a remote receiver facility as a component to an existing transmitter. 
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The next installation to be considered is located in France. The 
committee has been provided details concerning the planned use 
of this installation. The program request amounts to $154,000 and 
it will provide for the sound treatment for a jet engine test stand. 

The next installation is Evreux Airbase. It is located in France. 
The committee has been provided details concerning the planned 
use of this installation. The program request amounts to $964,000. 
This program will provide for the construction of one aircraft main- 
tenance dock. This dock in conjunction with existing hangar is 
necessary for the maintenance of assigned aircraft. 

The next installation to be considered is Hahn Airbase. It is 
located in Germany and the committee has been informed of its 
planned use. The program request amounts to $490,000. It con- 
sists of four items. 

The first item will provide sound treatment for an existing jet 
engine test stand. 

The next item will provide an ammunition storage igloo. 

The next item will provide for the modification of an existing alert 
hangar so that it can accommodate Century series aircraft. 

The last item will provide electrical outlets on the ramp and in 
the hangars for maintenance of assigned aircraft. 

The next installation’ to be considered is a classified facility. De- 
tails concerning its location and mission have been made available 
to the committee. The program request amounts to $848,000 and 
it provides for three operational and training items. 

The next installation is classified. The committee has been fur- 
nished information on its location and intended use. ‘The program 
request for this installation amounts to $946,000. It includes an 
addition to an existing warehouse, a squadron headquarters facility, 
family housing, a dependent school and a commissary. 

Landstuh] Airbase is the next installation to be considered. It 
is located in Germany. The committee has been furnished detailed 
information concerning its intended use. The program requested 
amounts to $806,000 and includes six items. 

The first item will provide sound treatment for an existing jet 
engine test stand. 

‘Two items provide ammunition storage. 

The remaining three items provide alert and maintenance facili- 
ties for assigned Century series aircraft. 

The next location to be considered is Langerkopf aircraft control 
and warning station, and it is located in Germany. The committee 
has been furnished details concerning the intended use of this installa- 
tion. The program requested amounts to $419,000. It includes two 
items: 

The first item is an airmen dormitory. The existing airmen dormi- 
tories consist of 13 open bay temporary prefabricated-type structures. 
They are in an extremely poor state of repair. The requirement for 
dormitories at this installation is 333 spaces. This request will fill the 
dormitory requirement. 

The next item is a dining hall, and the situation with regard to this 
item is essentially the same as that concerning the airman dormitory. 

The next installation to be considered is Morbach ammo storage sta- 
tion, located inGermany. The committee has been furnished the infor- 
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mation regarding its intended use. The program requested amounts 
to $39,000. It will provide for the construction of a water-pumping 
station. At present the water is being truck hauled a 40-mile round 
trip, 1,000 gallons at a time. This is an extremely expensive and ineffi- 
cient operation. In addition, since the storage tank capacity is only 
37,800 gallons, a serious fire would completely exhaust the water on 
hand in less than an hour and a half. 

The next installation to be considered is Phalsbourg Airbase in 
France. Details concerning the intended mission of this base have been 
furnished. The program requested amounts to $885,000. It contains 
six items. 

The first item will provide sound treatment for existng jet engine 
test stand. 

The next item is an officers open mess. The requirement is for 6,530 
square feet. There is nothing existing to meet this requirement. The 
request contained in this program will satisfy this deficiency. 

The remaining four items provide ammo storage and maintenance 
facilities for assigned Century series aircraft. 

The next installation is classified. The committee has been furnished 
details concerning the location and mission of this installation. The 
total program requested for this installation amounts to $3,713,000. 
All facilities requested for this installation are deficiencies, and noth- 
ing exists which will satisfy the stated requirements. The facilities 
involved include operational facilities, maintenance facilities, storage 
facilities, medical facilities, administrative facilities, troop housing 
and messing facilities, religious and recreation facilities, and necessary 
supporting utilities. 

Sculthorpe RAF station is the next locaton to be considered. It is 
situated in England. Information concerning the planned use of this 
base has been furnished the committee. The program being requested 
amounts to $27,000 for a fixed Tacan station which is necessary to 
increase the all-weather capability of this installation. 

The next location to be considered in Sembach Air Base. It is 
located in Germany, and details concerning its intended use have been 
made available to the committee. The program requested amounted to 
$668,000. It consists of the following items: 

The first two items will provide an antenna farm in support of the 
base mission. 

The last two items provide operational facilities for a classified mis- 
sion. 

The next installation to be considered is a classified facility. De- 
tails concerning its location and mission have been made available to 
the committee. The program request amounts to $1,126,000 and it 
provides for three operational and training items. 

Spangdahlem Air Base is the next installation to be considered. It 
is located in Germany and details for its intended use have been made 
available to the committee. The total program request is $232,000. It 
includes two items. 

The first item provides for the widening of existing aircraft park- 
ing hardstands. This item involves the enlargement of 28 existing 
hardstands in support of aircraft scheduled for this installation. 

The second item provides sound treatment for an existing jet engine 
test stand. 








7580 


The next installation to be considered is Toul Rosieres Air Base. It 
is located in France. Details concerning its intended use have been 
made available to the committee. The program requested amounts to 
$187,000 and it consists of two items: 

The first item is a fixed Tacan station which will increase the all- 
weather capability of this installation. 

The second item provides sound treatment for an existing jet engine 
test stand. 

The next location to be considered is Tuerkheim communications 
annex. Information concerning the intended use of this installation 
has been furnished to the committee. The program requested totals 
$121,000. It includes three items: 

The first item is a fire station. This is a one-stall fire station to pro- 
vide cover for an assigned fire-fighting vehicle. Nothing exists which 
can be used for this purpose. 

The next item is an airman dormitory for 75 men. At present per- 
sonnel working at this installation are housed 23 miles away. This will 
permit the men to live in the vicinity of their smigned unit. 

The last item is a heating plant. This plant will permit the re- 
placement of existing space heaters which are heated by coal. 

The next location is Ulm AC&W station, and is located in Germany. 
The committee has been provided with details regarding the intended 
use of this installaton. The program requested amounts to $110,000. 
It consists of two items. 

The first item is a multipurpose recreation facility. This structure 
is required to provide physical exercise for the men assigned to this 
station. The nature of their duties are such that this is considered an 
extremely important requirement. 

The last item is an addition to the heating plant. I involves the 
installation of a 20-horsepower boiler to correct the deficiency existing 
in the capacity of the present heating plant. 

Wethersfield Royal Air Force Station is the next location to be con- 
sidered. It is situated in Braintree, England. Information concern- 
ing the planned use of this base has been furnished the committee. 
The program requested amounts to $509,000. It contains two items: 

The first item is an airman dining hall. The existing dining hall 
is contained in a series of World War II type Nissen huts all tied to- 
gether. This is a very unsatisfactory facility, and the 800-man mess 
contained in this program will provide an increment toward the 1,400- 
man requirement. 

The last item is a service club. The requirement for this facility 
is 10,500 square feet. The only existing facility is 4,200 square feet in 
an old Nissen hut, and this request will correct this deficienc vy. 

In addition, authorization is requested for the construction of 416 
units of family housing under the surplus commodity program. 

The next installation to be considered is Woodbr idge RAF Station. 
It is located in England and information concerning the intended use 
of this facility has been made available to the committee. The total 
program requested amounts to $31,000. It involves the construction 
of an ammunition storage igloo. 

The last two USAFE locations are classified and details concerning 
this request have been made available to the committee. The program 
requested amounts to $1,457,000 which will provide operational main- 
tenance and storage facilities and utilities. 
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The Cuairman. Without objection, the item is agreed to. 

Now, the next is aircraft control and warning system, $29,135,000. 

Colonel Jackson. The aircraft control and warning system is the 
ground environment portion of the air defense system. The function 
of the aircraft control and warning system in Canada other than the 
DEW line, is to detect and identify all airborne objects, evaluate the 
threat, and commit and control weapons such as manned interceptors 
and missiles for the destruction of enemy targets. These aircraft con- 
trol and warning system sites, even though in Canada, are an integral 
part of the overall NORAD air defense system. The function of the 
DEW lines is to provide early warning information to the civilian 
population. The overseas aircraft control and warning system por- 
tion of this program totals $29,135,000. Of this $25 million is for the 
Greenland extension of the DEW line and $4,135,000 is for electric 
power, heated auto storage, dormitories and utilities at various Ca- 
nadian aircraft control and warning sites. 

The Cuatrman. Now, isSAGE involved in that? 

Colonel Jackson. No, sir. 

General Dryer. Not overseas. 

Colonel Jackson. No, sir. This is aircraft control and warning 
system overseas. 

The Cuarrman. What? 

Colonel Jackson. This is aircraft and warning system overseas. 
There is no SAGE in this. 

The Cuatmrman,. Oh,I see. All right. 

Tell the committee what that is for? What kind of a warning sys- 
tem do you have? 

The CHatrman. Then all this applies to the warning system known 
as the DEW line, the Pine Tree, and the extensions out at sea? 

General Dreyer. That is correct, sir. 

Now, special facilities. Various locations. Operational facilities 
and training. I reduced that from $588,000 to $315,000. 

Mr. Kelleher, why did we reduce it? 

(Mr. Kelleher aside. ) 

Colonel Jackson. This section covers special facilities at various 
overseas locations totaling $315,000 for 4 classified projects at 4 loca- 
tions. 

The requirement for each facility is dictated by the progress of 
technical development pertinent to the accomplishment of the mission. 

The Cuatrman. This is classified, I will tell the members of the 
committee. Without objection, we will agree to that item. 

Now, the next one is section 302. 

The Secretary of the Air Force may establish or develop classified military 
installations and facilities by acquiring, constructing, converting, rehabilitating, 
or installing permanent or temporary public works, including land acquisition. 
site preparation, appurtenances, utilities, and equipment as follows: 

(a) Ballistic missiles, $165,900,000. 

(b) Strategic missiles, $29,600,000. 

(c) Defense missiles, $122 million. 

Now, from an examination we reduced that last item down to 482 
million. 

Mr. Kevieuer. Mr. Chairman, in that case, contract experience and 
changes in design with repsect to—is it all right, general, to say what 
kind of sites? 

General Renz. Yes. 
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Mr. Kettener. With respect to Bomarc sites, it is indicated that the 
Air Force can cut down their costs considerably. They will provide 
the same facilities. No facility has been eliminated from the pro- 
gram, but the changes in design and contract experience indicates that 
they need considerably less authority than they did need before. 

Twenty-nine million, six hundred thousand in authorization for 
construction of facilities for strategic missiles, other than the bal- 
listic type, is provided by section 302 (b) of the bill. This amount 
includes facilities for the Hounddog and the Quail air-to-surface 
missiles carried by the Strategic Air Command B-47 and B-52 
bombers to provide them with greater penetration capability. It 
also provides a second increment of facilities in the United States for 
the Goose which is a surface-to-surface air-breathing missile with 
an intercontinental range. Initial facilities for the Goose missile 
were authorized in fiscal year 1958. 

Section 302 (c) of the bill will provide authorization for facilities 
for the Bomarc defense missile, amounting to $122 million. Con- 
struction of facilities for this missile was initiated in the fiscal year 
1958 construction program at four locations: McGuire Air Force Base, 
N. J.; Suffolk County Air Force Base, N. Y.; Otis Air Force Base, 
Mass.; and Dow Air Force Base, Maine. This fiscal year 1959 re- 
quest will add facilities at 10 additional locations: Niagara Falls 
Municipal Airport, N. Y.; Ethan Allen Air Force Base, Vt.; Kinross 
Air Force Base, Mich.; Duluth Municipal Airport, Minn.; Langley 
Air Force Base, Va.;' Truax Field, Wis.; Paine Air Force Base, Wash. ; 
Camp Adair Air Force Station, Oreg.; Travis Air Force Base, Calif. : 
and Cooke Air Force Base, Calif. 

The types of facilities to be constructed under this authorization 
consist generally, at each location, of: Missile shelters and launch 
facilities, communications, propellent and warhead storage, mainte- 
nance and assembly facilities, and supporting utilities and real estate. 
It is planned, wherever practicable, to place the operating facilities 
for the Bomare on or near existing Air Force or other military instal- 
lations, with the supporting facilities, including housing, located on 
the main base. 

The CHatrman. Now, give the committee, General, some evidence 
in reference to ballistic missiles, $165 million. Is that for building 
sites ? 

General Dreyer. Sir, I have a statement I would like to read, to 
explain that particular item. 

The Cuatrman. All right; good. 

General Dreyer. Section 302 (a) of the bill provides $165.9 million 
for ballistic-missile facilities. This amount includes ‘authorization 
for construction of operational Atlas facilities at one additional loca- 
tion, not yet firmly selected, and support facilities for both the pre- 
viously programed and the new Atlas site. It also includes authori- 
zation for the construction of hardened facilities for the Titan ICBM. 
In addition, it provides for construction of operational facilities for 
the intermediate-range ballistic missile at overseas locations and for 

test and training facilities for both the ICBM and the IRBM at 
Cooke Air Force Base. This fiscal year 1959 construction continues 
the program for provision of ballistic-missile facilities which was be- 


oun by earlier construction programs. 
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In the basic fiscal year 1958 and prior years’ programs, construction 
was provided for research, test, and training facilities at various loca- 
tions for both the intercontinental and intermediate-range ballistic 
missiles, and to develop the first operational site for the Atlas ICBM 
at Cooke Air Force Base, Calif., and to initiate construction of a sec- 
ond operational site for the Atlas ICBM at Warren Air Force Base, 
Wyo. 

The Atlas program has been accelerated by means of the fiscal year 
1958 supplemental construction authorization which the committee 
approved earlier in this session. That construction program accel- 
erated the completion date for the first operational site at Cooke and 
the operational facilities for the first squadron at Warren Air Force 
Base. The authorization provided by the fiscal year 1958 supple- 
mental program also has been applied to the construction of facilities 
for additional Atlas squadrons. 

Under the fiscal year 1958 supplemental program, facilities are 
being provided simultaneously at Warren Air Force Base; Offutt Air 
Force Base, Nebr.; and Fairchild Air Force Base, Wash. 

The Cuatrman. Now, let’s get a little more information. Of 
course, the supplementar; y bill of some $500 million dealt with a por- 
tion of this out at Camp Cooke in California, did it not ? 

General Rentz. That is correct, Mr. C hairman. 

The Cuatrman. How much of that money was used at Camp Cooke, 
or allocated to Camp Cooke ? 

General Rentz. Out of the $549 million authorization granted by 
this committee for the supplemental, we had $112 million filed di- 
rectly to the ballistic-missiles program. 

Now, in that $112 million were the operational faciiities at Cooke, 
operational facilities at Warren, and then we initiated, under that 
authorization, operational facilities for the Atlas at Fairchild and 
Offutt. 

If you remember, when we appeared before on the supplemental, 
Mr. Chairman, we mentioned that this would give additional squad- 
rons in the Atlas program. 

The Cuamman. Now, let’s go back. Then for the ballistic-missile 
program in the supplementary, $112 million was set aside. How 
much did we authorize last year, Mr. Kelleher, for Warren and Camp 
Cooke? Warren was not identified. 

Mr. Kreriener. No. I think it was $25 million. 

General Rentz. $25 million for Francis E. Warren. That would 
build the first squadron operational facilities. 

The CuatrmMan. $25 million for Warren ? 

General Rentz. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrrman. And how much last year was for Cooke? 

Mr. Krtiener. Nothing specifically for Cooke, I don’t believe. 

General Rentz. Of course, that was all lumped together, Mr. 
Chairman. 

The CuHarrMan. Yes. 

General Rentz. There was approximately $47 million for Cooke. 

The CrHatrmMan. $47 million for Cooke. Now, in addition to the 
$112 million and $25 million and $47 million—— 


20066—58—No. 86——-36 











7584 


General Rentz. No, sir. I am talking about the regular authoriza- 
tion bill in 1958. The $112 million was the supplemental appropria- 
tion. 

The Cuarrman. I understand that, but it is going in there. 

General Rentz. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Last year, we authorized $25 million for Warren, 
$47 million for Cooke—that is $72 million. And add $112 million. 
That is $184 million; now, you are adding $165,900,000. 

General Rentz. That is correct. 

The CuatrMan. Let’s see, then, how much that is going tobe. That 
is $349 million; is that correct ? 

General Rentz. Mr. Chairman, I can furnish for the record all the 
money that has been authorized for the ballistic-missile program. 

The CHatrmMan. You are giving the committee that information 
now. You said $112 million was for the supplementary, $25 million 
authorized last year in the public-works bill, $47 million for another 
station, and we have one that has not been identified. That is $184 
million ¢ 

General Renrz. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Now, add to that $165 million carried in this bill. 
That is $349 million for the ballistic-missile bases. And there are 
only two of them that have been established. 

General Renz. No,sir. There are Cooke, Warren, Fairchild, and 
Offutt. And included in this $165 million in this bill are facilities at 
one unnamed location for the next squadron of Atlas and facilities for 
the first squadron of Titan. 

The CuHatrman. Then we will have five ballistic-missile bases, when 
it is completed ? 

General Rentz. No, sir. We will have more than that, sir. We 
will have six. 

The CuatrMan. You will have six? 

General Renrz. Yes, sir. 

The CuHuarrman. Now, does this $349 million take care of it, or 
are we going to have to make large appropriations and authorizations 
next year 

General Rentz. As you know, Mr. Chairman, we are just embark- 
ing on this ICBM program. In my opinion, construction has the 
potential for being the bottleneck in deployment of our ICBM’s in 
this country. 

The CHairman. Now, give the committee some information how 
you are going to spend this $165 million, and how you propose to 
spend the $184 million. Is it runways, or is it barracks? 

General Renrz. No, sir. 

The CHairMan. It is not the making of the missile. The missile is 
manufactured and brought there. 

General Ren'rz. That is right, sir. 

The Cuartrman. All right. Now, what is this money—this is a 
large sum of money. 

General Rentz. It certainly is, Mr. Chairman. We realize that. 
The technical facilities for 1 squadron of Atlas missile costs approxi- 
mately $31 million. The technical facilities. 

That includes your launchers, your storage, your blockhouse—all 
the technical facilities. Nosupport facilities. 
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It costs approximately $31 million. 

Now, that is in a rather unhardened configuration. 

Now, when we get into the Titan program, which is the second 
ICBM to come into our inventory, to bed down 1 squadron of Titan 
missiles, facilitywise, only in a hardened configuration, costs approxi- 
mately $45 million. 

The Cuairman. All right. That is only $75 million out of your 
$349 million. 

General Rentz. Now, this $165 million we are requesting this year 
is for additional facilities, for Atlas and Titan facilities. 

The Cuarrman. As far as I am concerned, members of the com- 
mittee, I haven’t sufficient information as to how we are going to spend 
$165 million, plus the $184 million we have already authorized. 

General Renvrz. I would like to— 

The Cuatrman. That is an enormous sum of money, and we can all 
visualize what a missile is. 

General Rentz. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Your personnel will not be exceedingly large in 
handling the missile, so it will not have to be many barracks. 
You will not have to have long runways. Then how are you going 
to spend this $349 million ? 

Mr. Ketrener. At Warren, Mr, Chairman, they will have about 
5,000 people there—Francis E. Warren. 

The Cuatrman. That is not very many people. 

General Renrz. I would like to give you the breakdown on the $165 
million. We are requesting $42 million for Atlas. 

We are requesting $108 million for Titan. We have $15 million 
for IRBM, which is the intermediate-range missile, and will be located 
at overseas sites. 

Now, in the $42 million for Atlas is the full technical facilities for 
the next squadron of Atlas. 

In the $108 million for Titan is $90 million to bed down the Titan 
squadrons. 

Then we have in the Titan $10 million for training facilities. 

The Cuarrman. Well, now, how much will they have to appropriate 
next year ¢ 

General Renrz. It all depends, Mr. Chairman, as to the ultimate 
strength of our missile force. As you know, we do not. have, at this 
time, one tactical operational location for ICBM’s. We have not con- 
tracted and built one squadron technical facilities for ICBM. The 
first ones will come in in fiscal year 1959 at Cooke Air Force Base. 

The Cuatrman. And then, when we continue to add squadrons of 
ballistic missiles, will the facilities have to constantly be expanded ? 

General Renz. Absolutely. Every time we add a squadron of 
Titan missiles it is going to cost approximately $45 million in con- 
struction money to put that squardon in the ground. 

The Cuatrman. Without objection, this item is approved. 

Mr. Bray. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask a question. 

The CuairmMan. Mr. Bray. 

Mr. Bray. How many launching sites will you have in a squadron 
of Atlas? 

Mr. Ketiener. It is open. 

General Renz. This is open session. 
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The Cuarrman. I think that is classified. 
General Rentz. I would 
Mr. Bray. Isthat classified ? 

The Cuatrman. That is classified. 

General Rentz. That is classified, Mr. Bray. I will be glad to dis- 
cuss that with you and tell you. 

Mr. Bray. I have a question to ask about that. Maybe we can have 
an executive session on this. 

The Cuarrman. We will go over this in a general way. When we 
mark up the bill, we are going back in executive session. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman. General, I presume that these particu- 
lar missiles are going to be in completely satisfactory operational con- 
dition by the time you get these facilities built ? 

General Renz. In my opinion, yes, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. I am glad to have that optimistic observation. 

The Cuarrman. I hope so. Because we have had tests of the Atlas. 
One was successful and one was not quite satisfactory. 

Mr. Bray. I believe, Mr. Chairman, there were more than two tests. 

The CuarrmMan. That is what the Secretary of the Air Force testi- 
fied in the missile hearing; that you had 2 tests and 1 was satisfactory 
and 1 was a little disappointing. 

Mr. CunnincHam. -Mr. Chairman, might I ask a question ¢ 

The CuHarmrman, Yes. 

Mr. Cunnincuam. I notice everything before us on our desk here 
is marked “classified” or “secret” and yet it isan open hearing. Why? 

The Cuairman. Well, because, he is not testifying on any thing that 
is classified. 

General Rentz. We did not get into the operational capabilities— 
such as the question that Mr. Bray proposes, or the number of missiles 
and the number of launchers on each site. We have stayed away from 
the classified portion of that, sir. 

Mr. CunnineHam. Everything in here is marked “confidential.” 

General Rentz. That is right. 

Mr. Cunntnenam. Does that mean the same as classified ¢ 

General Rentz. Yes, sir. 

The CHarrman. They will take them up later on after we get 
through the session. Mr. Cunningham, we are asking questions here 
in open session. Weare dealing with the public. 

General Rentz. I am answering the questions in open hearing, sir. 
I am not giving any classified or secret information. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

Mr. Bray. You can get that in the newspapers. [Laughter. ] 

The Cuarmman. Without objection, we approve that item. 

Then, the next is section 303. A similar section for the Navy has 
been stricken from the bill—the Navy and the Army has been stricken 
from the bill. 

General Rentz. Mr. Chairman, before we leave 302, I would like 
to talk on this defense missile. 

Mr. Harpy. You didn’t talk about BRC. 

General Rentz. No, sir. 

The CHatrMANn. Give us some information in regard to the strategic 
missiles now, $29,600,000. 

General Dreyer. $29.6 million in authorization for construction of 
facilities for strategic missiles, other than the ballistic type, is provided 





| 





7587 


by section 302 (b) of the bill. This amount includes facilities for the 
Hound Dog and the Quail air-to-surface missiles carried by the Strate- 
gic Air Command B-47 and B-52 bombers to provide them with greater 
penetration capability. It also provides a second increment of facili- 
ties in the United States for the Goose which is a surface-to-surface 
air-breathing missile with an intercontinental range. Initial facili- 
ties for the Goose missile were authorized in fiscal year 1958. 

The CuarrmMan. The members can understand that this is merely a 
weapon that will be attached to some type of airplane and will be fired 
from the airplane. 

General Dreyer. The Quail and the Hound Dog, yes, sir, but the 
Goose is a surface-to-surface missile, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Why is it necessary to spend such a large sum of 
money for merely the weapon? This isa weapon. This is a missile. 
Why is it necessary 

General Dreyrer. This is not for the weapon, sir. 

The Cuarrman. What? 

General Dreyer. This is not for the weapon itself. 

The Cuarrman. I understand that. 

General Dreyer. This is for the facilities to house them. 

The Cuamman. I understand that. The weapon is made some- 
where else and brought to the airfield. 

General Dreyer. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Then it is put on the chairman, is that correct? 

General Dreyer. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Then why is it necessary ot spend $29,600,000 for 
storage facilities for the weapon. 

General Dreyer. Sir, they have to be received at the station, as- 
sembled and processed and checked out and kept in storage. They 
are not put on the airplane and kept there constantly. They are put 
on the airplane at times and then recycled through the shop to see 
that they are in operating condition. 

The Cuarrman. Well, does this require more buildings? 

General Dreyer. Yes, sir. 

The CHatrMan. And then the $29 million is for storage facilities. 

General Dreyer. Receipt, assembly, maintenance, and storage; yes, 
sir. 

The Cratrman. All right. You do not have a machine shop to 
assemble and to put together the missile. The missile is put together 
at the plant that manufactures it. 

General Dreyer. Well, some of these missiles have to be assembled, 
sir, on the site. Because of the fact that they are a weapon, they are 
not armed when they are shipped to the base. They are armed when 
they get to the base. 

The Cratrman. How many buildings are you going to have to 
build at these different places now ? 

Colonel Jackson. Mr. Chairman, the Quail and Hound Dog facili- 
ties are very similar. It essentially involves two buildings at each 
installation. One is a hangar-type of structure, a relatively small 
hangar, and the other is a jet-engine test cell. Those are the facili- 
ties essentially required for those two weapons. 

Now, the Goose involves storage for—— 

General Dreyer. Launchers. 
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The Cuarrman. All right. 

General Dreyer. It is actually launchers. I had better not say the 
number because this is in open hearing. 

The CuarrmMan. Then take defense missiles. This is a missile that 
is going to be also—this will be a missile that will be shot from the 
ground ? 

General Rentz. That is correct. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

General Rentz. This is a ground-to-air missile. 

The CuatrmMan. That is right. 

General Rentz. This is the Bomare. 

The Cuarman. That is right. 

General Rentz. If this committee remembers, we had authorized 
last year four squadrons of Bomarc. This is a continuation of that 
program. 

Now, Mr. Kelleher was correct when he said that we have been get- 
ting favorable bids on these Bomare facilities. 

The first two squadrons we contracted for for Momarc, the facili- 
ties ran $1314 million, approximately, per squadron. The last two 
we contracted for ran approximately $10 million. 

Now, a cut as you propose, Mr. Chairman, from $122 million to 
$82 million, is a more drastic cut than we can forecast as savings in the 
favorable bids and the design. 

We are working every day toward reducing the design complex- 
ity of the Bomarc sites, and we do think we will get the cost down 
on these Bomarc sites, even from $10 million downward. 

We started out $13,500,000. We went to $10 million. And we have 
hopes of getting down to $9 million or $8 million per site. 

The Cuatrman. That is the reason the reduction appears here, be- 
cause the indications are that it can be reduced. 

General Rentz. I don’t 

The CuarrmMan. This is based on around $13 million. 

General Rentz. I am not arguing with the fact it can be reduced, 
Mr. Chairman. I am arguing with the magnitude of the cut, sir. 

The Cuarrman. All right. How much, then, do you think it can be 
reduced ? 

General Rentz. I would say that on the next 10 Bomarc installa- 
tions we should be able to put them to bed for nine, nine and a half 
million each, sir. 

The Cuarman. Well, that will be $92 million ? 

General Rentz. That is correct, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Instead of $82 million. What do you have to say, 
Mr. Kelleher? 

Mr. Ketiener. I think, Mr. Chairman, that the general would be 
more willing to accept this cut to $82 million if all of the missiles in 
here were joined in a single pot, which would be $277 million, I believe 
it is, and not have them specifically designated “ballistic missiles, $165 
million, strategic missiles, $29 million, and defense missiles, $82 mil- 
lion.” If we had them all together, he probably would have a little 
bit more latitude and would be less reluctant to give up the difference 
between $82 million and $122 million. 

The Cuarrman. I think—in reply to that, I think it is better legis- 
latiton to designate it and have it positive for each one, better than a 
lump sum. 
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Mr. Huppuesron. I agree. 

General Rentz. I realize that, yes, it is. 

The Cuamman. Members of the committtee, I would suggest, in 
view of what the general says, make it $92 million instead of $82 
million. We reduce from $122 million to $92 million. All right. 

General Rentz. Mr. Chairman, before we leave that, I would like 
to carry on what Mr. Kelleher said there. 

We are getting into this ballistic era, putting these Bomare’s in 
the ground and starting on a missile that we have not as yet con- 
tracted for, which is Titan; there are a lot of unknowns in the con- 
struction business in providing facilities for these missiles. 

The Cuatrman. Well, the Titan falls under ballistic missiles. So— 
we are not going along with the suggestion of Mr. Kelleher. We are 
going to follow ballistic, st rategic, and defense missiles, just like the 
item appears. 

Mr. Wirson. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHarrMan. Isn't that the way you want it? 

General Renrz. No, sir. I would like to have 302 include the total 
amount for A, B, and C. 

Mr. Kev_ieuer. Then will you take a cut? 

The Cuarrman. Then you want it lump-sum ? 

General Rentz. Yes, sir. Because we can apply savings that we 
hope in the Bomare on overruns on the Titan and/or Atlas. 

The Cuatrman. Then we will have to write it “ballistic missiles, 
strategic missiles, defense missiles,” a total of how much ? 

Mr. Ketiever. $277,500,000, if we cut to $82 million. 

The CuatrmMan. Then we would stand this cut down to $82 million. 

Mr. Ketiener. He will be safer in doing so, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHarMan. ae 

General Renrz. I would be safer in doing so. I still want the 
chairman to know that we are taking a calculated risk when we reduce 
it down, sir. 

The Cuairman. All right. Then I suggest, members of the com- 
mittee, we lump it all together and add it up, and we will reduee—— 

Mr. Ke_tever. Down to $82 million. 

The CuatrMan. Down to $82 million on that. 

Now let’s see. That is $82 million. Then that is $29,600,000. 

Mr. Keviener. It is $277,500,000, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHatrMan. $277,500,000 ¢ 

Mr. Kettener. Yes, sir. 

The Cuairman. Allright. Without objection— 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, you notice when you do that, though, 
you are providing an opportunity to spend it all on any one of the 
three classes, if the Air Force sees fit to do so. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. Well, all this missile field is so 
uncertain, you better not try to pinpoint them too much. 

Mr. Harpy. That may be. I wonder this, though. What other 
defense missiles are involved besides the Bomare in this bill? I am 
not talking necessarily in connection with the Air Force. What is the 
Bomare in: competition with ¢ 

General Rentz. I think the Army has Nike facilities. This is the 
only defense missile we have in the bill, as you mentioned, Mr. 
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Mr. Harpy. That brings up the question: Is this going to serve 
essentially the same purpose that the Nike is serving ? 

Genera] Renz. No, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. Well,—— 

General Rentz. This is—— 

Mr. Harpy. What is the competitive missile doing—anything ? 

General Rentz. No, sir. This is an area defense missile, not a 
point defense missile. 

The Cuamrman. Without objection, we rewrite the item to make it 
a lump sum of $277,500,000, for ballistic missiles, strategic missiles, 
and defense missiles. 

Now, I think it should be pointed out that it is not for the manu- 
facture of the missiles, but it is for the facilities. 

Mr. Ketiener. Yes, sir. 

General Rentz. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. And something should be put in the language 
for the facilities for handling ballistic missiles and these other types 
of missiles. Because if we just say $277 million for ballistic missiles, 
everybody will think that is for the production of them. 

Mr. Ketiener. Well, the language leading into that, Mr. Chairman, 
in section 302, makes that fairly clear, I think. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Mr. Wuson. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuatrman. Yes, sir, Mr. Wilson. 

Mr. Wison. I want to ask a question about the Titan missile. 
Now, does any of this money go for installations for the Titan? 

General Rentz. Yes, sir. $90 million for facilities for Titan, sir. 

Mr. Witson. O. K. 

Mr. Gavin. Let me understand correctly, then. It is a $40 million 
cut on these items ? 

General Rentz. No, sir, $30 million. 

Mr. Gavin. The difference between 317 and 277 makes it a $40 
million cut. 

General Rentz. You are correct, Mr. Gavin. 

Mr. Gavin. How do you feel about that ? 

General Renrz. I feel like it is too drastic a cut. As I said before, 
I think we could get by with $92 million in the C category there, 
against $122 million. 

The Cuatrman. Then you think you would be on safe ground if 
you had it fixed at $92 million ? 

General Rentz. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Gavin. Then that would be a $30 million cut ? 

The CuarrMan. That would be an addition of $10 million. 

Mr. Ketiener. $287,500,000. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, they are not bashful about coming back 
if they don’t have enough. 

The Cuamman. Make it $287 million, because we can’t take any 
chances on this. We don’t know where we are. We all recognize the 
fact that we must have flexibility in spending and flexibility in every- 
thing. We can’t be like the Government of the past. 

Allright. The next is section 303. 

Colonel Jackson. This will provide the Secretary of the Air Force, 
without identification to specific construction items or locations, the 
authority to construct urgently required facilities for which require- 
ments are not now known or firm but which must be initiated prior to 








7991 


the next military construction authorization act. Prior to the utili- 
zation of this authorization, the Secretary of Defense determines that 
deferral of such construction for inclusion in the next military con- 
struction authorization act is inconsistent with interests of national 
security. The Secretary of the Air Force, or his designee, will notify 
the Committees on Armed Services of the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives upon reaching a final decision to implement, of the cost of 
construction of any public work undertaken under this authority, in- 
cluding those real estate actions pertaining thereto. 

Changing international conditions and operational concepts, 
changes in “Air Force missions, new wei apons developments, improved 
production schedules, and new or unforeseen research and develop- 
ment requirements often create new and additional facility require- 
ments on which construction must be initiated promptly and pro- 
vided in short periods of time in order that the weapons and systems 
may be effectively utilized at the earliest possible dates or by specified 
requirement dates. With presently rapidly advancing enemy capa- 
bilities and United States technology, it is imperative that construc- 
tion be provided where needed to support the introduction of new 
developments in weapons systems and operational concepts. For the 
same reason, it is not always possible to accurately and fully foresee 
all such requirements in time to include them in the normal annual 
military construction program which would eliminate the need for 
emergency actions to produce the facilities by the time required. Pub- 
lie Law 968, 84th Congress — year 1957 program) provided the 
Secretary of the Air Force with $ $50 million of this type of emergency 
construction authorization. As of April 28, 1958, approximately $26 
million of this authorization has been utilized and the Armed Services 
Committees of the Congress so notified, and an additional $16 million 
was in various stages of processing for initiation of construction in 
fiscal year 1958. In view of recent developments and the continuing 
acceleration of defense programs, it is anticipated that the balance 
of the Air Force available authorization for unforeseen construction 
will be fully utilized prior to the end of fiscal year 1958. Based upon 
the level of actual and planned use of unforeseen construction author- 
izations in fiscal year 1958, a minimum of $25 million in new authori 

zation is required in fiscal year 1958 to allow the Air Force to proceed 
with urgent construction which must be initiated prior to the time 
that the regular fiscal year 1960 military construction program will 
be enacted into law. 

In addition to the family housing authorization requested as indi- 
cated under various installations noted previously, section 304 (a) 
of the bill also authorizes construction of family housing under the 
surplus commodity program, as follows: 


Uniis 
Leon Aistiaes, Frees ca iesictscdwcdenimnbedd. jaded seawinsesbecnee 102 
SI, UII,» I ib stasis ini anisiniscidadtt piainaiblleniaanenmaial einen nici aniibinn 176 
Bruntingthorpe RAF Station, United Kingdom_ i lca amr ae 938 
Brize Norton RAF Station, United Kingdom___.............--..-..--... 215 
Chelveston RAF Station, United Kingdom_____-___-_---_--_----------- 79 
Chicksands Priory RAF Station, United Kingdom-__-___-~- cba abieheteds iad 8&3 
Fairford RAF Station, United Kingdom____..-.------------- iteniecnieh tamed 177 
High Wycombe RAF Station, United Kingdom____.-.---.--.-...------- 110 
Stansted-Mountfitchet RAF Station, United Kingdom ___--_---- ids eimnedenoes tan 22 
Upper Heyford RAF Station, United Kingdom __-_-_---- tained eactadd aed: 259 


Vareous lecRtiens, BOA Rica csi ccc ceavinndddbiwiwktih.weddaies 120 
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In addition to the family housing authorization requested as indi- 
‘ated under various sitalintions noted previously, section 304 (b) 
of the bill also authorizes construction of family housing with private 
capital under the provisions of title VIII of the National Housing 
Act as amended for the following bases in the amounts indicated: 


Unita 
Tene nn nee ee nase neometacm anes ea menanemue 525 
Neen nnn nee ebb acletuntoem nem weineeue 168 
ncaa enaaacaws 550 
Deane 66r Bere. seen.) Mee... 5.4... +... eit aes can 290 
Niagara Falls Municipal Airport, N. Y---.---------- ieee ee 
Presume isie Air Vorce Base, Maine.........__..____....-.....-.. ; 114 
Sioux City Municipal Airport, Iowa___________----_- OG be welt 235 
Neen ne ee i salalsigie meen em mman rahe daph celia 300 


In addition to the family housing authizations requested, as indi- 
cated under various installations noted previously, section 304 (c) of 
the bill also authorizes acquisition of Wherry housing as follows: 


Units 
Francis ED. Warren Air Force Base, Wyo.............--.---- ; te 500 
maxwe Air Force Base, Ala...................- OS ae ee eee es 250 
II I as ia ec erent anes ey ehutchndaeies 628 
Reese Air Force Base, Tex._____.______---__ iu 418 


Section 309 of the bill provides 84.379 2,000 of authorization for 
construction of facilities at the Air Force Academy which is located 
15 miles north of Colorado Springs, Colo. This increase in authori- 
zation is effected by amending section 9 of the Air Force Academy 
Act (Public Law 325 of the 83d Cong.), as previously amended, to 
increase the total amount authorized for construction from $135,- 
425,000 to $139,797,000. This increased authorization requested pro- 
vides for construction of three items. 

The first item is storage facilities for diese] fuel, including the 
storage tank, pump, and dispensing line. ‘This facility is for the 
storage and dispensing of diesel fuel used for operation of various 
types of installation engineer heavy equipment which are utilized in 
the maintenance of the base facilities, and for buses which are used 
to transport the cadets to various training locations at the site, to the 
flying field at Lowry Air Force Base, and to other events within com- 
muting distance. 

The second item is erosion contro] and landscaping at the site to 
»rotect the grounds and slopes, much of which has been disturbed 
ty construction activities from washing and eroding. 

The third item provides for completion of the newly constructed 
road net within the Academy site. The work consists generally of 
paving certain roads constructed earlier and allowed to compact 
under construction traffic, reshaping of grades, improvement of drain- 
age structures, installation of curbs, gutters, guardrails, and so forth, 
and construction of certain additions to the road net. 

In addition, authorization is requested in section 304 (b) of the 
bill for construction of 1,500 units of family housing with private 

capital under the provisions of title VIII of the National Housing 
Act as amended. 

The Cuarrman. We have been striking that section out, and I think 
it is proper to strike it out here, because that is not a good, proper 
way to legislate. 

Mr. Brooxs. What is that, 303 ¢ 
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The Cuatrman. Yes, sir. We struck it out before. Without ob- 
jection, that is stricken out. We don’t need to argue that. 

General Rentz. Can’t I say a few words on that, Mr. Chairman? 

The CrarrmMan. Well, put it in the record. With deference to you, 
General, of course, go ahead and say what you want. 

Mr. Ketiener. Go ahead. 

General Renz. As this Committee remembers, they gave us $50 
million worth of emergency authorization in 1957. We have made 
very judicious use of that $50 million emergency authorization. We 
have just funded items that were absolutely m: andatory. 

Now I can give you the type of items we have funded out of that 
$50 million you gave us in 1957, 

The CuatrmMan. How much- 

(rene! “aul Rentz. Right today—— 

The Cramman. How much of the $50 million did you spend ¢ 

General Renrz. Approximately $46 million is spent or is in the 
process of being spent. 

The Cyatmman. Give us a breakdown of how you spent your $47 
million. 

General Renz. Well, I would like to mention the type of items we 
have used it for. We moved the FEAF headquarters from Tokyo 
back to Hawaii. We gained a full year in the movement out of Japan 
by having this type authorization, we could apply against this unfore- 
seen construction requirement. 

We changed the aircraft at Thule and put in a new fighter inter- 
ceptor squadron at Thule. It required a revision of the alert hangars. 
The alert aircraft at Thule have to be under cover. We could not 
have relocated that FIS unit to Thule had we not had this emergency 
authorization. 

We had a new engine that was developed, a rocket engine. We 
needed test facilities and we needed them immediately. We put those 
in out at Edwards Air Force Base, under this emergency authoriza- 
tion. 

We again gained a full construction year by having this type 
authorization. 

We had the pavement at Altus break up under 52’s. We would 
have had to wait until the 1959 program to get the replacement pave- 
ment for Altus in the 1959 program. 

Mr. Gavin. What kind of pavement was it? 

Colonel EpMonps. Runway. 

General Rentz. Runway pavement. 

Mr. Gavin. I mean- 

General Renz. It was 100,000-pound pavement, Mr. Gavin. 

Mr. Ketiener. Concrete ? 

Mr. Gavin. Was it macadam or cement ? 

General Rentz. Asphalt. 

Mr. Gavin. Asphalt? 

General Rentz. We were able to go in immediately under this 302 
section we had in 1957 and replace that pavement, losing very little 
time with deployment of the units at Altus. 

We had a security service project that came up, of the highest mag- 
nitude of importance. We were able to go ahead with that after 
getting the approval from the Secretary of Defense and the Bureau of 
the Budget and the Appropriations Committees. 
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Those are the type projects, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuatrman. Now, general, you make a good case for your $50 
million there. Why shouldn’t you apply it all through the bill ? Why 
should we line-item any of it? You can make a good case for a lump- 
sum appropriation. But that is not the correct way to legislate. 

Mr. alana. This is not being funded. 

The Cuarrman. The correct way to legislate is to earmark as much 
as possible the money that is being spent. Now, you have $25 mil- 
lion that you can spend any way you see fit to spend it. 

Mr. Keiiener. It is not being funded, Mr. bon, 

General Rentz. No, sir; there are no funds against that $25 
million. 

Mr. Ketitener. There are no funds against it, you see. 

The CHamman. I understand. It is authorization to get the $25 
million. 

Mr. Ketiener. They are—— 

General Rentz. No. 

Mr. Ketieuer. They are not going to ask for the $25 million. 

General Rentz. When we fund an item under the emergency au- 
thorization, we have to take it out of our existing resources. We 
notify the Armed Services Committee—— 

The Cuarrman. If that be true, then the larger amount that you 
ask, then, there is more criticism to the likely positiveness of the 
other items in the bill. If it comes out of the other items of the 
bill, then that shows you got plenty of water in the other items of the 
bill. 

General Rentz. No, sir, I disagree, Mr. Chairman. It means we 
have to defer for another year items that we may possibly be able 
to defer in order to get a facility 

The CHarrman. Now, let the committee understand it. This $25 
million: You would not increase your budget on account of the $25 
million, but you would absorb it from other items earmarked in the 
bill ? 

General Ren'rz. That is correct. 

The Coarrman. What? 

General Rentz. That is correct. 

The Cuargman. Then it follows there is $25 million worth of water 
in the bill. 

Mr. Hess. No, there isn’t. 

General Rentz. No, sir. If we had that $25 million emergency 
authorization in fiscal year 1959, we may only use 5, 10 million dollars 
of it. 

The CHarrman. Yes, but you used $47 million of it. You know 
you are going to use it all, and I know you are going to use it all. 

General RENTz. No, sir. It took us 2 years. We held onto that 
$50 million that you gave us for 2 years, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarman. Mr. McNeil let us use $47 million. 

General Rentz. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. And that comes out of other items in the bill. 

Genera) Rentz. That is correct. 

The Cuairman. Now, can you tell where it came out? 

General Renrz. No, sir; I could not give you the line items. As 
we passed through the bases, you notice there have been unfunded 
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items. Some of it is caused by using the appropriation against the 
highest pr iority type items, such as I mentioned here. 

The Cuatrman. Then, for instance, if we earmarked something for 
Barksdale Air Field, there is no assurance it is going to be con- 
structed or used, because you may want to absorb that and apply 
it on an emergency under this provision. 

General Rentz. No, sir. When we go in with our appropriation 
plan, ev erything 1 in this authorizing bill is in our appropriation plan. 

The Crairman. Well, let’s pass this over for the time being and 
discuss it a little bit later on and see. We want to do what i is right 
and proper for the defense of the country. 

General Renz. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. But at least we want to know as much as possible 
what goes on. 

General Renrz. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. I am not willing yet to wash my hands completely 
of our responsibilities. 

Mr. Brooks. No. 

Mr. Chairman, may I ask the general this, too: Under the program, 
if the Defense Department doesn’t want to spend the money after 
they get it, they don’t spend it. That is Mr. McElroy’s statement, 
because I have it in my hand, as it came out in the paper, in an article 
by Edgar Prina. He is a staff writer. He simply holds back the 
money if he doesn’t want to spend it. 

All right. Under this program he would then use that money 
he is holding back. For instance, he is holding back now in Army 
Reserve installations somet hing like $40 million he won’t spend. He 

can use that type of holdback “for this emergency, couldn't he? 

General Rentz. He could. 

The Cuamman. Oh, yes. 

General Rentz. | would like to say—— 

The Cuarrman. Wait 1 minute. He could go 1 step further. A 
line item in this bill designated for any purpose—he would say, “I 
won't construct that; I will take that money and use it as a part of 
this authorization here.” Isn’t that correct ? 

General Renrz. If we went forward requesting him to do that, that 
is a possibility, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuatrman. All right. Then Congress has no assurance that 
even these line items which we have written all in these 4 or 5 books 
will be carried out, unless you abandon your $25 million section of the 
bill? 

Mr. Hess. You have no assurance now, Mr. Chairman. 

The CratirMANn. Yes, we have. 

Mr. Hess. No, you don’t. 

Mr. Brooxs. Mr. Chairman, to follow up my question. If he cuts 
down on the National Guard from $400,000 to $360,000, can he use the 
money that he saves to spend here under ‘this provision? 

General Rentz. No,sir. It would not be in this public law, sir. He 
could not use it. 

Mr. Brooks. You mean because it is not in the same bill ? 

General Rentz. That is right. 

Mr. Brooks. He couldn’t use that? 

General Rentz. No, sir; in my opiicn he could not. 
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Mr. Brooks. But the principle is the same ‘ 

General Rentz. The principle is the same, Mr. Brooks, yes. 

The Cuarmman. Now last year we gave you $50 million right here. 

General Rentz. No, sir. 

Mr. Smart. Two years ago. 

General Renz. Two years ago, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuamman. What did we give you last year? 

General Renz. Nothing, sir. 

The Cuarrman. All right. We denied all three services—— 

General Rentz. We did not request anything last year, sir. 

Mr. Kewiener. That is right. 

The Cuarrman. Now, can you give us some idea how you are going 
to spend this? Of course you can *t, because you don’t know now. 

General Renrz. No, sir. If we knew exactly how we are going to 
spend it, it would be a line item in the bill, Mr. ( ‘hairman. 

The CuarrMan. That is right, exactly. 

General Rentz. But w hen \ you have things like these secur ity listen- 
ing stations coming up overnight and they want to get them in opera- 
tion within 60 days, we have no authorization to use against them. 

The Cuairman. Now, further on this bill, members of the commit- 
tee, there is a section here to give the Secretary of Defense $50 million 
in blanket authorization. Now, why couldn’t—if you do that, why 
couldn’t the Secretary of Defense use his money to meet your emer- 
gency? And you may have occasions when you will be warranted to 
do something. Why should they come out of that? That would be 
$75 million in the bill that is not line items. 

Let’s pass this over. We will debate this later on, without reaching 
a decision now. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, may I make one observation on Mr. 
Brooks’ observation, which I think is an unusually good one ? 

The CHarrman. Yes. 

Mr. Harpy. If this kind of provision is included in legislation, then 
it would actually put the Congress in the position of not being able 
to exercise its judgment in increasing anything that the Secretary 
of Defense or the various service Secretaries hadn’t asked for. 

The Cuatrman. Yes. 

Mr. Harpy. Because if we increase funds for anything, all he has 
to do is say “Oh, we are not going to exercise your judgment. If you 
want to increase the number of wings, for instance, and provide the 
money for it, we are not going to provide the money for that. We 
will provide the money to use it on the provisions in the bill which 
we find necessary in our judgment.” 

I think Mr. Brooks’ suggestion is a good one. 

The Crarman. We will pass it over for the time being. 

General Rentz. May I add one thing to what Mr. Brooks has said, 
and Mr. Hardy has said? The Department of Defense has not held 
one dollar back in the construction items in the 1958 program or the 
1958 supplemental. We got the money, and we got it in toto. When 
we had to go back and fund one of the emergency items, we had to 
defund one of the items they had already given us clearance on. 

Mr. Brooks. Mr. Chairman, in reference to the holdback, this same 
paragraph is in the Reserve bill, and it refers to holding back funds 
on Reserve armories. The same identical principle. 
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Well, the Defense Department has held back funds, of better than 
$40 million, in Reserve armories. And yet you want that sort of pro- 
vision inserted in the Reserve bill, also, so they can hold back and 
spend where they want in violation of the intent of Congress in setting 
out the line item. 

The Cuarrman. I think it would be far better if the legislation 
commences along this line, that they would be authorized to do it and 
not charge it up against any line item appropriations. Let it become, 
therefore, a deficiency appropriation, and have the authority to make 
the contract. 

Now, we will discuss this later on. We are not going to do any- 
thing that is not for the best interest of the defense of the country. 

Now, section 304. Read that, Mr. Kelleher. 

Mr. Keiiener. Yes, sir [reading] : 

Seo. 304. (a) In accordance with the provisions of section 407 of the Act of 
September 1, 1954 (68 Stat. 1119, 1125), as amended, the Secretary of the Air 
Force is authorized to construct, or acquire by lease or otherwise, family hous- 
ing for occupancy as public quarters at the following locations by utilizing for- 
eign currencies acquired pursuant to the provisions of the Agricultural Trade 
Development and Assistance Act of 1954 (68 Stat. 454), or through other com- 
modity transactions of the Commodity Credit Corporation— 

And all of these listings here, Mr. Chairman, relate to surplus com- 
modity housing overseas. 

The CuarrmMan. That is right. 

Now, I see 1 or 2 lines in here, where additional facilities should be 
put in. On page 47, after the one in Spain, community facilities. 

Mr. Keiiener. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. I think we are in this kind of a position. Of 
course, we could spend hours and hours going over each one of these 
items, but we have to trust somebody. The Air Force thinks they 
need these bases, under this commodity exchange that these units over- 
seas are being built. The committee will just have to take them on 
faith. As far as I am concerned, that is the proper way to deal with 
them. 

Mr. Harpy. Can I ask one question, Mr. Chairman ? 

Mr. Ketiener. There is a book covering that, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuatrman. Yes, Mr. Hardy. 

Mr. Harpy. I notice this section only refers to foreign currency. 

The CnatrmMan. That is right. 

Mr. Harpy. Is there somewhere else in the bill that provides author- 
ization for dollar expenditures on these particular items ¢ 

General Gitt. Yes, sir. I am Brig. Gen. Joseph E. Gill, Deputy 
Director for Facilities Support, Directorate of Installations, Head- 
quarters, United States Air Force. 

Yes, sir, there is a place in the appropriations bill, Mr. Hardy, for 
the support, what. we call appropriated fund dollar support, for these 
surplus commodity projects. These funds are needed in instances 
where we are not able to buy all the elements of a house with the type 
of funds generated in a specific country. 

Mr. Harpy. The reason I ‘aised the question is because when we 
set this thing up here it looks like we are going to get all these houses 
from foreign currency. You have * take it in the light of some 
other section in the bill, apparently, because there is the first time 
I have seen any foreign currency housing construction that didn’t 
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entail dollar expenditures, and you don’t get a complete picture un- 
less you look at both. 

General Gu. Well, may I answer that question this way? In 
countries such as in the United Kingdom, we get the complete house 
with the surplus commodities we generate in that nation. 

When we go to a country such as Spain or the Azores, for example, 
we are not ably to buy 

Mr. Harpy. Is there somewhere else, except in England, in Eng- 
land proper, where you get them? I don’t recall. 

General Git. I believe Japan also would come in the same cate- 
gory as England. As a matter of fact, of these that we have here, 
the ones that actually go are difficult to arrange and get under con- 
tract. The ones that go best are the ones where we can buy every- 
thing in the country concerned. 

Mr. Harpy. Well, is there somewhere that we can tie the specific 
dollar amounts back to these houses, so that we know what the total 
cost is going to be? 

General Gut. We will request $4 million in appropriations this 
year as support of this entire program, in surplus commodities. 

The Cuatrman. I think—— 

Mr. Harpy. Can you tell the committee how much per unit that 
represents ? ; 

General Gux. Well, I know it is limited to 25 percent of the total 
cost—not to exceed 25 percent of the total cost, that can be put out 
in dollars. 

Mr. Harpy. I am familiar with that limitation. But I was won- 
dering—it seems to me that everywhere we have had this thing come 
up you always manage to use that 25 percent. Some of us had hoped 
that you might be able to get more of these houses with foreign cur- 
rencies and not have to spend the dollars. That is what is bothering 
me. 

General Grit. We can’t tell this far in advance just how we will 
be able to fund the housing we want in the Azores, for example. It is 
very difficult to answer at this time. 

Mr. Harpy. That is all. 

The Cuamrman. I think the committee would be clearly warranted 
in going along with the Department outside the continental United 
States and approving those items. 

Without objection, it is so agreed. 

Section 304, relating to ouside continental United States. 

Then comes inside the United States. 

I think the same thing is true there. 

Now let me ask this for the record. What is the total number of 
Capehart houses to be built in United States? Was it not 51,000 
all through the three services, Mr. Kelleher? 

Mr. Ketiener. No. It will be a total, ultimately, of 151,000. At 
least that is the existing authority. 

The CHarrmAn. No. I am talking about in this bill. In this bill 
it is 51,000 Capehart houses, 

Mr. Kewiener. Yes, sir. 

The CHarrman. What is the total number of the Air Force? 

General Griz. The total Air Force program ? 

The Cuarrman. Units. 
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General Git. For title VIIT familiy housing it is currently 52,000— 
oh, in this bill ? 

The CuarrMan. Yes, in this bill. 

Mr. Ketiener. In this bill. 

General Giix. In this bill it is 30,376. 

The CuarrMan. What did he say? 

Mr. Brooks. 30,000. 

The Cuairman. 30,000 for the Air Force. 

Mrs. Sr. Grorce. 376. 

The CwarrMan. 30,376 for the Air Force. 

Now, there is a limit in here on the cost; is there not? 

General Gitn. Yes, sir. 

The Carman. There is a limit as to square footage ? 

General Git. Yes, sir. 

The CHarrman. The law requires that it be line items. 

I think, members, we just have to trust these folks. If you can’t 
trust them on this, you can’t trust them on nothing. I am willing 
to trust them all down the line. Without objection—— 

Mr. Bennerr. Mr. Chairman, may I ask something ? 

The CHARMAN. Yes. 

Mr. Bennerr. Congressman Herlong, of Orlando area, asked me 
to inquire whether there are some units being considered by the Air 
Force for the old Pinecastle, now called the McC oy Base, and whether 
it would be proper to include these. J think it is six-hundred-odd 
units in this bill. 

General Renz. 668. They do not appear in this bill at the pres- 
ent time, sir. 

We received approval from the Secretary of Defense to request per- 
mission to add the McCoy housing in this bill. I do not feel that 
we should ask this committee to increase the number of units approved 
under Capehart in this bill. 

The CuatrmMan. Why? Give the facts that warrant it. 

General Renrz. We think we can, with 30,000 units—we think that 
that will give us a very active program for fiscal year 1959. There 
is only one thing I want to say, Mr. Chairman: That we build in a 
lot of rigidity when we get items cleared with the annual authorization 
program. 

Now, if we have a case come up where we move a unit and need 
additional housing, if we didn’t have it cleared in this authorizing 
act, we ene have no way of initiating construction during that 
fiscal yea 

I scala certainly like to see language in the bill that we cannot 
exceed the number of title VIII housing included in the bill, but may 
substitute projects. 

The CuatrmMan. Then would that give you flexibility to change 
these numbers backward and forward ? 

General Rentz. It would give us 

The Cuatrman. I think that would be in the interest of economy 
and better planning. 

General Rentz. I certainly agree, there. 

The Cuarman. Instead of being tied down to the actual number 
of units. 

Now, for instance, take—— 
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Mr. Bennett. McGuire. 

The Cuatmrman. McGuire Air Force Base, N. J., 1,750 units. It 
may*develop that you will not need that many units. It may develop 
that you will need more units there. 

General Rentz. Yes, sir. 

The CuHarmman. Some flexibility should be given. 

General Rentz. That is correct, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. What? 

General Rentz. That is our feeling on it. 

The Cuarrman. Then what about bases that you don’t have line 
items for; they can’t be included ? 

General Rentz. We would like to be able to insert bases not in- 
cluded in this bill and still stay within the total number of the bill. 

Mr. Kitpay. Why not 

General Renrz. Because here we may put an ICBM site at a base 
requiring housing. We said the site for Atlas is still unnamed. We 
may decide next month that the site is going somewhere. 

The CuHarrmMan. Well, now 

General Rentz. We have no way of getting the houses authorized 
to start construction there. 

The Cuarrman. You and Mr. Kelleher try to fix up some language 
to deal with that. Because that is the best way to deal with this 
proposition. We must build these houses. 

Mr. Kirtpay. Mr. Chairman, why wouldn’t it then be proper to 
include the McCoy item, which has been approved by the Department 
of Defense? 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

Mr. Kitpay. Then put a total overall ceiling and permit the 
transfer within that number. 

The CuHatrrman. How many have you there that has been approved 
that is not included in this bill ? 

General Rentz. We have Beale Air Force Base, 400 units; Clinton 
County, 536; Duluth, 125; Donaldson Air Force Base, 275; and 
McCoy Air Force Base, Pinecastle, 668. 

The Cuatrman. Donaldson ? 

General Rentz. Donaldson, 275, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Where is that base? 

General Rentz. South Carolina, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Now it was called to my attention the other day 
that at Lockheed, where they have the experiment work now going 
on in connection with nuclear reactors, that they wanted at least 50 
: units there. 

Mr. Keviener. They would not go in the bill, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuatrman. They would not? 

Mr. Keiiener. No, sir. They are title 3 housing and would be for 
civilian scientists, you see. 

The Cuarrman. Qh, I see. 

I think, members of the committee, that would be the proper way to 
legislate. Put that all in and bring it up here. 

Mr. Witson. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Wison. I would like to know if the provision still stands requir- 
ing mandatory acquisition of any Wherrys. 
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The Carman. Oh, yes. 

Mr. Ke.iener. Yes, sir. 

The Cuamman. Yes, sir, that is permanent law. They are not 
going to duplicate these things. They have to clear up these Wherry 
houses and get them out of the picture and then have these Capehart 
houses. 

General Rentz. That is correct, sir. 

The Cuarman. Then your suggestion, General, would be merely 
to add these in there. Do you want any flexibility i in the language 

General Renrz. Yes, sir. As I mentioned, when we establish a mis- 
sile site, today we don’t know where it is going. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

General Rentz. Next month we may. 

The Cuatrman. Fix it up, Mr. Kelleher, you and the general. 

Mr. Ketiener. Yes, sir. 

The Cuairman. Without objection, we will pass that over and get 
back to the language. 

Now that gets down to section 305, which involves about $13 million 
in increasing contracts—— 

Mr. KetirHer. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. What? 

Mr. Ketiener. Mr. Chairman, on page 51, line 9, starts the acquisi- 
tion of permissive Wherry projects, none of which has been approved 
by the committee previously. 

The CuatrmMan. Wait now. 

Mr. Kevtiener. Page 51, line 9, “c.” 

The CuatrmMan. Of course, we got to get these things. 

Mr. Wirson. These are permissive ¢ 

The CuHarrman. That is right. 

Mr. Kreiiruer. These are permissive. Mandatory Wherrys don’t 
have to be in here, because the law requires them to be acquired any- 
way. These are all permissive. 

The CuarrMan. Now these are places—Brookley Air Field, Carswell 
Air Force Base, Craig, Davis-Monthan, Francis Warren, Kelly and 
Hunter—all these places they have Wherry houses now. 

Mr. Ketiener. And no Capehart planned. 

The Cuarrman. And they propose to buy. 

Mr. KeL.LeHer. Yes, sir. 

The CuoatrmMan. These Wherry houses. 

Mr. Keiiener. Yes, sir. 

The CHatrman. And we have a limitation that they can’t spend 
more than $3,500. ; 

Mr. Ketiener. $3,000. 

The CuHarrmMan. $3,000, but it is understood that that $3,000 maxi- 
mum will not become the minimum that will be spent on these houses. 
Each house stands on its own requir ements. 

General Rentz. Absolutely, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Allright. Now,makea good record on that. 

Without objection, that i is agreed to. 

Now that brings us on down—we agreed to section 305. That in- 
volves the amount of $13 million, or 

Mr. Ketiener. It isa total of $13 million plus 4. 

. The CHarrMan. On account of the high cost, we have to raise that 
gure. 
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Now, that comes down to title LV: 


The Secretary of Defense may establish or develop installations and facilities 
required for advanced research projects and in connection therewith may ac- 
quire, construct, convert, rehabilitate, or install permanent or temporary public 
works, including land acquisition, site preparation, appurtenances, utilities, and 
equipment in the total amount of $50,000,000— 

in authorization. 

Mr. Kexiener. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. He wantsthat. Now, where is the—— 

Mr. Ketiener. Mr. Johnson is not here, sir. Only Air Force today. 

The Cuarrman. All right. We must have him up, because this is 
research and development. 

Mr. Kettener. ARPA; yes, sir. 

The Cuarman. That is right. What does the Air Force have to do 
with the general provisions ? 

Mr. KeLLener. Nothing, sir, but there is one amendment that would 
go on page 56, following ‘line 21 to take care of the roads at Patrick 

Air Force Base. You will recall that roads costing $357,000 were built 
down there, an access road, into Cape Canaveral, Patrick Air Force 
Base, and the General Accounting Office found that no authority 
existed for that. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

Mr. Ketiener. So it was all cleared. 

The Cuatrman. They already spent the money. 

Mr. Keviener. Yes, sir; and built the road. 

The Cuarrman. And had no authority to do it. 

Mr. Ketieuer. Yes, sir; that is correct. 

The Cuamman. Now we will have to bail them out. But we hope 
this won’t happen any more. 

You come up here and get your legislation and don’t do that any 
more, because that gets you in trouble. You mustn't spend that which 
hasn’t been authorized. And even if there is any doubt about it, you 
must give the doubt to the failure of authorizing it and not assume that 
it has been authorized. 

General Rentz. Yes, sir, Mr. Chairman. 

The CuarrMan. We have a letter from the Comptroller about that. 
We can go along with you, but it mustn’t happen any more, because 
if you do, somebody will get up—because another section of the law 
says something about that, too. 

General Rentz. Absolutely. 

The Cuarmman. All right. 

Now put that in, Mr. Kelleher. 

Mr. Keviever. Yes, sir. 

The Carman. Let that be the last time, General, that the Air 
Force slips up. And we will overlook it this time on the ground that 
you have so much to do and such a large sum to spend that it is most 
difficult to tell whether you have authority or do not have authority. 

Mr. Brooks. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuatrman. Now 

Mr. Brooks. In that 401 section there, under title IV, wouldn't that 
be a pretty good place to change that language so as to cover that $25 
million extra there, and put it as the chairman suggested, under the 
$50 million ? 
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Mr. Ketiener. This is, of course, only for the Secretary of Defense, 
Mr. Brooks. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

Mr. Keiener. While the other 3—$25 million each—were for each 
service Secretary, this is for the Advanced Research Projects Agency. 

The Cuatrman. Now, Mr. Brooks has an amendment with refer- 
ence to Barksdale 

Mr. Smarr. Troop housing at Barksdale. 

The Cuatrman. Where does that come in? 

Mr. Brooks. Page 37, line 22, following the word “facilities”, add 
the word “troop housing” , and change the figures to $4,280,000. 

The Cuatrman. That is for two barracks? 

Mr. Brooks. Yes, two barracks for troops. 

General Rentz. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Costing how much ¢ 

General Rentz. $925,000. 

Mr. Keiiener. For 400 spaces. 

The Cratrman. 400 spaces, troop barracks. 

Mr. Ketiener. Yes, sir. 

The CHarrMAN. Now, the quarters you have there now are World 
War II quarters, mainly, aren’t they ¢ 

General Rentz. That is correct, mobilization type. 

The Cuatrman. And we adopted a policy, as far as the Army is 
concerned, to try to build more modern quarters and get rid of these 
old quarters, and that is what this is for. Without objection, the 
item is agreed to. 

Now, Mr. Kilday has an item for $12 million, with reference to a 
medical center. 

Mr. Kirpay. I offer an amendment; on page 34, after line 21, add 
the following: 





School of Aviation Medicine: In addition to all construction heretofore au- 
thorized, the Secretary of the Air Force is authorized to proceed with construc- 
tion of operational and training facilities, research, development, and test 
facilities, supply facilities, hospital and medical facilities, administrative facili- 
ties, troop housing, community facilities, utilities, and ground improvements, at 
the School of Aviation Medicine, Brooks Air Force Base, Tex., in the amount of 
$12,000,000. 

The CHatrmMan. Without objection, insert that item in the proper 
place in the bill. 

Now, that finishes the Air Force, does it not, General ? 

Mr. Kretitener. One more item, Mr. Chairman. 

General Renrz. One more. 

Mr. Ketieuer. The Air Force Academy. 

The CuHatrrman. Yes. What section 

Mr. Ketiener. That is section 309, on page 56, Mr. Chairman. It 
is for roads. 

The Cuamman. Yes. That same thing happened there, too, did it 
not ¢ 

Mr. Gavin. Pardon me. What is the name of the project just in- 
serted in the bill? 

Mr. Kevtener. Brooks Air Force Base, School of Aviation Medi- 
cine. 

Mr. Gavin. Brooks Air Force Base, School of Aviation Medicine. 
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The Cuamman. That is where this man went up to the moon. They 
put in 

[Laughter. ] 

The Cuamman. What section is this, Mr. Kelleher? 

Mr. Ketiruer. 309, sir, on page 56, line 18. 

The CuatrMan. 309. 

Mr. Ketiener. Yes, sir; line 18, page 56. 

The CHatrman. 309? 

Mr. Ketiener. Section 309. 

The Cuamman. What page of my book? 

Mr. Ketirner. Page 56 of your bill, Mr. Chairman, line 18. 

The Cuatrman,. 56? 

Mr. Ketiener. Yes, sir; line 18. 

The Cuarrman. Air Force Academy is further amended by strik- 
ing—yes, that is raising the amount. 

General Renz. Yes, sir; raising the amount of the previous au- 
thorization, sir. 

The Cuamman. Are you building the Academy within the range 
that we put in when it was originally established ? 

General Rentz. Colonel Noonan is the Academy representative. 

Colonel Noonan. No, sir; we had $126 million authorized in fiscal 
year 1955, and in fiscal year 1958 we had $9,425,000, bringing the total 
of the Ac ‘ademy up now to $135,425,000, ‘which includes $1, 858,000 
for the interim site. 

The CHamman. Then it has only been increased by $10 million 
from what we originally established ? 

Colonel Noonan. In round figures, yes, sir—$9,425,000. 

Mr. Ketiener. I would like to point out, Mr. Chariman, that this 
is not an increase in the sense of a deficiency. 

The CHatrman. I understand that. 

Mr. Keiuiener. These are new items. 

The Cuarrman. I understand that. This is for roads? 

Colonel Noonan. Yes, sir; this is for roadway facilities, $3,356,000 ; 
erosion control, $1 million; and storage base, diesel, $ $16,000. 

The CHamman. Making a total of what ? 

Colonel Noonan. $4,372,000, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman, All right. 

Without objection, that is agreed to. 

Now, General, let’s see now. That leaves only $25 million to talk 
about ? 

General Rentz. That is right, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Now, is there anything in the general provisions 
of the bill that you have to discuss? 

General Rentz. No, sir. 

The Cuarrman. I suggest this, Mr. Kelleher, that you ask the 
Army, the Navy, and the Air Force, and Mr. Johnson, to come back 
tomorrow morning. 

Mr. KeLLEHER. “Yes, sir. 

The Cuamman. Let’s tr y to wind it up. 

Mr. Ketiener. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. We have some provisions for each one of them in 
the bill. 

Mr. Ketiener. Yes, sir. 
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The Cuamman. Then we will read the bill with all amendments 
and then the committee will reach its decision. 

Thank you very much, General. I want to compliment you—— 

Mr. Smart. What about title V, the general provisions? Mr. 
Johnson can’t speak to that. 

The Cuarrman. Who speaks for that ? ? 

Mr. Ke.iener. Mr. Bryant is the one, normally, or his assistants. 

The Carman. And ask Mr. Bryant to come back, now. Then 
we must go through this bill on these California items. 

Mr. Ketirner. Yes, sir. That is why the Navy will be here. 

The Cuarrman. Allright. Have them all up tomorrow and we will 
try to finish the bill tomorrow. All right. 

‘Thank you, General, And I want to compliment you and your 
staff for the splendid manner in which you prepared these books, be- 
cause it gives all the information anyone needs to know to reach a 
correct decison. I want to thank you for the manner in which you 
addressed the committee on the various items. 

I want to say that the Air Force, after 3 or 4 years in presenting 
bills to the committee, is certainly forceful and effective, and you have 
every reason to be proud, 

Mr. Gavin. Mr. Chairman, before we adjourn. 

General Rentz. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Gavin. I thought we were coming back to that defense missile, 
on page 45, section 302, that we cut from $317,500,000 to $287 million. 
Are we definitely settled on that, that that cut of $30 million is satis- 
factory ? 

Mr. Keviener. I believe that is approved. 

The Cuatrrman. Where is it? 

Mr. Gavin. Page 45, section 302. 

The Cuatrman. We followed the general’s suggestion. We only 
reduced it 

General Rentz. $30 million. 

The CuarrMan. $30 million. 

Mr. Gavin. Are you satisfied with that? 

General Rentz. As long as we lump “A,” “B,” and “C” together, 
Mr. Gavin. 

The Cuatrman. That is right. 

General Rentz. So we have flexibility to apply savings against 
overruns, I think we can do it, sir. 

The CHatrman. Mr. Smart, try to get a quorum here tomorrow, 
because we want to vote on the bill tomorrow. 

Thank you, members of the committee. Now we will recess until 
tomorrow morning at 10 o'clock. 

(Whereupon, at 11:25 a. m., the committee adjourned, to reconvene 
at 10 a.m. Tuesday, June 10, 1958.) 





House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
CoMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, 
Washington, D. C., Tuesday, June 10, 1958. 
The committee met at 10 a. m., Hon. Carl Vinson (cbinliwnan) pre- 
siding. 
The Cuamman. Let the committee come to order. 
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Members of the committee, I think it is necessary this morning for 
us to consider section 401, title 4, of the bill: 

The Secretary of Defense may establish or develop installations and facilities 
required for advanced research projects and in connection therewith may ac- 
quire, construct, convert, rehabilitate, or install permanent or temporary public 
works, including land acquisition, site preparation, appurtenances, utilities, 
and equipment, in the total amount of $50,000,000. 

Now, this has relation to the work that is being carried on by the 
Advanced Research Projects Agency. 

Now, members of the committee, we have the pleasure this morn- 
ing of having the Director, Mr. Johnson, here to explain the justi- 
fication for this lump-sum appropriation. 

Mr. Director, it is a pleasure to have you before the committee 
this morning. We will accord you the privilege of making an unin- 
terrupted statement with reference to w hy you should have blanket 
authority to spend $50 million for the Advanced Research Projects 
Agency. 

Mr. Jounson. Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, it is 
a pleasure for me to appear before the committee to discuss title 4 
of the military construction authorization bill, which would author- 
ize $50 million for installations and facilities required for advanced 
research projects. . 

In eae this request for blanket authority, I should first tell 
you something of the purposes and operating methods of the Ad- 
vanced Research Projects Agency. 

Our frame of reference, since we were organized on February 7, 
1958, has been the directive from the Secret: wy of Defense, which 
gives to the Advanced Research Projects Agency the responsibility 
for planning and directing advanced researc hy projects involving space 
science and technology, ballistic missile defense and other advanced 
research and development as assigned from time to time*by the 
Secretary. 

The Advanced Research Projects Agency was organized to pro- 
vide for the Department of Defense expedited and forward- looking 
research programs which in the past have been retarded by the neces- 
sity for a formal military requirement. 

The organization of the Advanced Research P rojects Agency is in 
recognition of the importance of pushing advanced research which 

may “have military application even before we know whether the re- 
sults will be fruitful and how any results achieved may be used. 

By utilizing existing facilities of the military departments, other 
Government agencies, universities, and industry, it is believed that the 
Advanced Research Projects Agency can effectively carry out its re- 
sponsibility with a very small staff of about 20 assistants, together 
with the necessary clerical and stenographic support. 

In addition, arrangements have been made for the Institute of De- 
fense Analysis to provide scientific and technical assistance with about 
25 scientists. 

In the future we anticipate additional contracts with universities 
and industry for studies and management-type activities. 

Thus, it is not our intention to expand to a large organization that 
will require extensive laboratories, although there probably will be 
some modification to existing facility complexes to keep from impair- 
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ing effort which must be directed to more immediate development of 
weapons systems. ; 

The Advanced Research Projects Agency will work closely—in fact, 
already is with other elements of the Federal Government that are 
concerned with science and its application to national security. 

We are working with other elements of the Department of Defense, 
with the National Academy of Sciences, the National Science Founda- 
tion, the National Advisory Committee for Aeronautics, and, under 
the President’s plan, which will become the National Aeronautics 
and Space Agency. 

While our present plans do not contemplate construction of Ad- 
vanced Research Projects Agency laboratories, we do foresee the need 
for special-purpose facilities to prove out radical new concepts. 

In fact, approximately one-half of the authorization being requested 
is for a single—or roughly $25 million—classified project of this type 
of the highest priority. 

The balance is a contingency estimate for which I can only outline 
the nature of the problems and give illustrative examples of the prob- 
able construction required to facilitate their solution. 

For security reasons, I would like to discuss these items off the 
record at your pleasure. 

In the few weeks that I have been on the job, I have been im- 
pressed, as always, with the ability of our country to respond to great 
challenge. We are on a new frontier, the frontier of space. Our 
combined resources of science and technology, production know-how, 
and an interested public, will make it possible to conquer this frontier 
for the benefit of mankind and our national security. 

I would like to go off the record to discuss the specific 

Thes Cuarrman. You know this is an open session now, Mr. Di- 
rector. If you want to go in executive session, why, we will have to 
go in executive session. But you must be guarded in your remarks 
even if they are off the record. 

Mr. Jonnson. Yes, sir; an executive session discussion will be 
appropriate. 

The Cuatrman. You stay on the record now, because we have 
too many other witnesses here and the hall is not large enough to 
accommodate the large audience we have this morning. 

I am somewhat disturbed as to whether or not any work is going 
on in the Department, in view of the large numbers here. But never- 
theless, we invited them here this morning. Let’s stay on the record 
as much as you can, in the interests of accommodating all the audience 
that have seats. 

Mr. Jomnson. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Come down here, Mrs. St. George. 

Now go right ahead, Mr. Director. 

Now, you just referred to the fact that $25 million of the $50 million 
is to be used for a very high classified project. 

Mr. Jounson. Yes, sir, 

The Cuatrman. Then devote the balance of your statement to how 
the other $25 million will be spent. How will you spend the remainder 
of your $25 million ? 

Mr. Jounson. We propose to establish certain facilities for a satel- 
lite tracking fence, as one instance. We do not now, at this time, 








have a specific amount in mind. But this would be part of the $25 
million. Actually, it will be necessary promptly to have in this coun- 
try an ability to track all satellites passing over the United States, 
whether passive or active, or whether put in “orbit by a foreign country 
or by ourselves. 

This will require tracking facilities. 

We will also require some tracking facilities for other purposes, 
such as the lunar probes. 

Mr. Krrcnin. Such as what? 

Mr. Kevtieuer. Lunar probes. 

Mr. Jounson. The lunar probes. 

For example, it is quite probable to track our lunar probes we will 
need an additional facility in Singapore. ‘There may be one other 
facility required somewhere else offshore. 

Ballistic missile defense will require improved radar and optical 
equipment to investigate such things as nuclear effects of high-level 
ionization. 

We undoubtedly are going to need additional satellite launching 
facilities for orbits not now possible from existing facilities. Orbits 
are now limited to those which we can acquire off of Canaveral. We 
may need to have a facility farther south, to permit equatorial orbit- 
ing, which may be required in our satellite ] program. 

There will also be modifications of facilities that we now can’t an- 
ticipate that would be required to conduct specific ARPA projects 
not yet determined. 

These are the general categories that would be included in the $25 
million. 

The Cuatrman. Thank you, Mr. Director. 

Now, I gathered from your testimony that you do not visualize or 
contemplate a large program of constructing additional laboratories. 
You are going to utilize those that are being utilized in different 
degrees today throughout the country ; is that correct ? 

Mr. Jounson. That is correct, sir. 

I am impressed with the laboratories that exist within the mili- 
tary services and within certain universities under contract to the 
military services. 

The CHarrman. Will this $50 million be mainly used for develop- 
ing different weapons systems, or will it be used in an expenditure 
for satellite and orbit—whatever you call them? 

Mr. Jounson. I would estimate that 90 percent of the total of 
$50 million will be directly associated with the space program, most 
of it having military connotation, requiring new telemetering, and 
new ground equipment to keep track of what we are doing and where 
we are going in space. 

The CuarrMan. Ninety percent of it will be 

Mr. Jounson. Space. 

The Cuarrman. Outer space developments. 

(Mr. Johnson nods. ) 

The Cuarrman. And research. 





Mr. Kelleher, let me ask you this question. Is there anything in 
this bill that requires a report to Congress with reference to the 
a ap of this $50 million ? 


r. Ke.itener. There is not at this time, Mr. Chairman. 
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The CHarrMan. Now, Mr. Director, what you have to say with 
reference to a proviso written in here that the Secretary of the De- 
pene of Defense should make an annual report showing in broad 

nguage, as much as he possibly can, how this $50 million has been 
spent ? 

Mr. Jonnson. I think that would be appropriate, sir. 

The CHarrman. Now, members of the committee, as you know, we 
established this agency in February. And under our bill and under 
the President’s proposal, your organization known as Advanced Re- 
search Projects Agency was ultimately to fall under the Director 
of Research and Engineering; is that correct ¢ 

Mr. Jounson. As I understand the bill; yes, sir. The supervision 
of all research will be under the Director of Research and Engineer- 
ing. 

The Cuatrrman. Now, you have under the law today the authority 
to make contracts? 

Mr. Jonnson. That is right, sir. 

The CuatrMan. Have you entered into many contracts? Have you 
embarked upon that field? 

Mr. Jounson. Yes, sir; we have, but the contracts have all been 
let through one of the three military services. 

The Cuarrman. I see. Then you are utilizing the military estab- 
lishments to make your contracts, instead of making contracts in 
the name of the Advanced Research Projects Agency ? 

Mr. Jounson. The contracts are made on our behalf, on behalf 
of ARPA. We do not have a contracting procedure in our office. 

The CuHarrman. I see. 

Mr. Jounson. And don’t intend to. 

The CHarrMan. I see. 

Members of the committee, any questions ? 

Mrs. St. George, any questions? 

Mrs. Sr. Georer. Thank you, Mr.Chairman. One question. 

As I understand it, Mr. Director, 90 percent of this $50 million has 
already been earmarked for tracking and various other satellite work, 
and also moon work, et cetera; is that correct ? 

Mr. Jounson. Fifty percent has very definitely been earmarked, 
and that 50 percent is in the space area. 

The other 40 percent that I estimate will go into space has not, 
I think, hardened, in terms of specific projects. 

Mrs. Sr. Grorce. Well, the object of my question is, if 90 percent 
or thereabouts has been earmarked, it would seem to me that the $50 
million might very well prove inadequate. 

Mr. Jonnson. That is correct. 

Mr. Sr. Grorcr. Am I correct? 

Mr. Jounson. It is too early at this point to determine whether our 
total request for funds for ARPA are adequate for the job ahead. We 
just don’t know. 

Mrs. St. Grorce. Well, in other words, the whole program is bound 
to be very indefinite, because we are making such strides, scientifically 
every day, I presume—at least I hope—that, therefore, it is very pos- 
sible that this $50 million would be inadequate; is that correct ? 

Mr. JoHnson. That is right, Madam. 
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The Cuarrman. Thank you, Mrs. St. George. 

Mrs. St. Grorce. Thank you. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Brooks, any questions ? 

Mr. Brooxs. No questions. 

The Cuamman. Mr. Gavin? 

Mr. Gavin. No questions. 

The CuHarrman. Mr. Kilday. 

Mr. Kupay. Mr. Johnsonn, of course, this $50 million is only for 
construction. What amount have you asked for for your operations, 
other than construction ? 

Mr. Jounson. The total request is $520 million. 

Mr. Kinpay. $520 million? 

Mr. Jounson. For fiscal year 1959. 

Mr. Kirpay. Anywhere ‘from $25 million to $45 million, depend- 
ing on whether it is 50 or 90 percent, will be in space exploration ? 

Mr. Jounson. That is right, Mr. Congressman. Of the total of 
$520 million, roughly $350 million is now earmarked for space pro- 
grams. 

Mr. Kinpay. If and when the new space agency, which legislation 
has passed the House and is pending in the Senate, is passed, is it pro- 
posed that any portion of this be transferred to the new agency ¢ ¢ 

Mr. Jounson. Yes, sir, Mr. Congressman. We are proposing some 
$70 million to be transferred to the civilian space agency, because we 
have earmarked that as being science and nonmilitary connected in 
the short-term sense. 

Mr. Kitpay. So the military part will be $450 million ? 

Mr. Jounson. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Kitpay. And then plus whatever goes to the civilian space 
agency ? 

(Mr. Johnson nods. ) 

Mr. Kitpay. Do you have any idea what that would run / 

Mr. Jounson. Well, the amount that would be transferred to the 
Civilian Space Agency 

Mr. Kinpay. No. 

Mr. Jounson. Would be $70 million. 

Mr. Kizpay. Yes; I understand that. You may not be the one that 
I should ask the question of. Do you have any idea what is proposed 4 

Mr. Jounson. Oh, for the new agency ¢ 

Mr. Kinpay. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Jounson. We are working very closely with NACA. We have 
encouraged that agency to request a substantial amount of money 
because as we have seen the program develop in the last 60 days, our 
request is completely inadequate to cover the civilian or sc lentific 
aspects. The $70 million is completely inadequate for the job to be 
done. I would hope that this new agency would request and receive 
some $300 million. 

Mr. Kupay. So the thing for us to realize is that on this question 
of space, we are getting into really big money, aren’t we? 

Mr. Jounson. Yes, sir. If you add the boosters and the other work 
that would not be directly associated with these budgets, but are neces- 
sary for a space program, it would seem to me that if the civilian 
agency were allocated the $300 million in addition to the $300 million 
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we would be spending, I think you could add another $400 million of 
other effort, and that is a $1 billion program for space. 

Mr. Kiipay. At the outset ? 

Mr. Jounson. At the outset. 

Mr. Kitpay. That is all, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHamMman. Any questions from any other members of the 
Committee ? 

If not 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, may I ask one other question in con- 
nection with this funding problem, or the funding program ¢ 

Is it not true, Mr. Director, that there will continue to be substantial 
funds available to the military services that will at least augment the 
funds available to ARPA ? 

Mr. Jounson. Oh, definitely. 

Mr. Harpy. For operational purposes ! 

Mr. Jounson. Definitely, Mr. Congressman. 

Mr. Harpy. Do you have any estimate now—I believe you said a 
while ago that $450 million is your current request for funds that will 
be of a military nature; is that right? 

Mr. Jounson,. That is right, but that includes other than space pro- 
grams. 

Mr. Harpy. That is in your total advanced research ? 

Mr. Jounson. That is right. 

Mr. Harpy. But it is of a military nature? 

Mr. Jounson. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. Now, can you tell us how much it is expected the in- 
dividual services, Sten their funds, will contribute to similar pro- 
grams? 

Mr. Jounson. It is the intention that all space programs funding 
be through ARPA. My referral to other funds comes from the fact 
that obviously the whole missile program is the basis for a space pro- 
gram. 

Mr. Harpy. Well, that is what I had in mind. Now, actually, a 
considerable portion of your space program will depend on military 
missiles that are currently in the programs of the various services? 

Mr. Jounson. That is right. 

Mr. Harpy. Now, then, the extent to which those missiles that are 
developed and paid for by the military services are utilized in your 
program, then the military budgets are contributing to your budget ; 
are they not? 

Mr. Jounson. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. That is the thing that I have been trying to under- 
stand, whether you have any estimate as to the amount of funds 
appropriated to the military that will actually find their way in the 
next fiscal year into your operational program. 

Mr. Jounson. Whenever a missile is specifically requested for put- 
ting a satellite into orbit, and it is not a part of the regular missile 
test program, it would be charged to ARPA. But when those missile 
firings are a part of, considered a part of a regular development pro- 
gram of the missile itself, they are not charged. 

Mr. Harpy. Then do I understand there will be a reimbursable 
proposition out of which funds will come out of your $450 million 
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to pay the Army, for instance, for the use of its missiles in launching 
your space vehicles ? 

Mr. Jounson. That will be appropriate in certain instances; yes, 
sir—where ARPA purchases a missile that would not ordinarily be 
used for testing in that missile peaarem. 

Mr. Harpy. So the Army, Navy, and Air Force, in their missile 
programs, are going to be conducting their experimentation com- 
pletely separate from that which ARPA does? 

Mr. Jounson. Yes; that is right, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. So that unless ARPA requests one of the services to 
provide missiles for your specific uses not related to the service’s uses, 
then ARPA will not reimburse the services ? 

Mr. Jounson. That is right, sir. 

The Cuatmrman. Let me get this straight for the record, Mr. Direc- 
tor. All of this $50 million is for facilities—construction ? 

Mr. Jounson. That is right. 

The Cuairman. Now, in view of the fact, as you said, you are not 
going to build laboratories, what are you going to build out of the $50 
million? You are not going to construct any new laboratories. You 
are going to utilize those in existenc etoday. And here is an authoriza- 
tion for construction, acquiring land, and so forth, in the total amount 
of $50 million. . 

Mr. Jounson. They will be primarily instrumentation for track- 
ing—telemetering stations for tracking and finding out and knowing 
where your satellites are. These will be required at many places 
around the world. 

The CuarrmMan. Will you build some facilities for that ? 

Mr. Jounson. Yes; there will be extensive facilities required. For 
example, in this secret program that I have referred to, there will have 
to be a very large installation of computers where all the data is fed 
into a central point, in memory devices, and the manning of this, 
itself, will be substantial. This will be a big facility, 100,000 or 
200,000 square feet. 

The Cuarrman. All right. Can you tell the committee approxi- 
mately how many acres you propose to acquire, that will be necessary 
to develop this outer space information that you are going to receive 
by the tracking ¢ 

Mr. Jounson. Well, the amount of land, I suspect, may run sev- 
eral thousand acres total, but in small increments, at scattered loca- 
tions. 

The Cuamman. Now, Mr. Director, for the record, will you please 
give the committee your background? You are in charge of the 
Advanced Research Projects Agency, which was set up in February. 
Can you briefly give us some of your background? You are from 
New York, aren’t ‘you! 

Mr. Jounson. I am from Stamford, Conn., sir. My office was 
in New York, sir. 

The Cuatrman. All right. Now what is your technical back- 
ground in this field ? 

Mr. Jounson. Well, I have spent most of my business life with the 
General Electric Co. I resigned and have no intention of returning 
to the General Electric Co. I will be 53 years old this year. I joined 
the General Electric Co. in 1930. 
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I have gone through all the musical chairs; was an officer of the 
company from 1947 “through the time I fesiniedl Executive vice 
president for 5 or 6 of those years. 

During that period I had under my responsibility all of the elec- 
tronic activities of the company. Other technical units included 
the X-ray division. My background also includes extensive activities 
in consumer goods. But, basic ‘ally, general management has been by 
principal activity. 

The Cuatrman. Thank you, Mr. Secretary, very much. 

Now, members of the committee, of course, I don’t think you can 
break this down. But I do think, when we authorize a lump-sum 
appropriation, some report should be required—to submit a report to 
the Congress showing as much as possible in public information how 
the money is expended. 

So I suggest, Mr. Kelleher, for the benefit of the committee, that 
a line along that line be incorporated in the bill. 

Mr. Keviener. Very well, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarman. I want to thank you, Mr. Director. 

Mr. Bares. Mr, Chairman. 

The CuatrmMan. Mr. Bates. 

Mr. Bares. Mr. Director, where do you stop and where would the 
new Director of Research and Engineering begin, that will be in the 
new Department of Defense reorganization ! % 

Mr. Jounson. Our relationship has been reduced to a working 
document. We coordinate all of our activities with the present Di- 
rector and his staff. 

In the concept, as I understand it, beginning with the proper action 
of Congress on the new bill, the Director of Research and Ex ngineer- 
ing will supervise all research, and in that respect would supervise 
our programs. 

I believe, however, it is the intention of the Secretary of Defense to 
continue this agency in being, to work on special projects of the 
nature that have already been established, and perhaps additional 
ones, where there is a high priority of effort required, and where it 
is not logical at this time to assign them to a specific agency; that is, 
military agency, although it is his intention—and it is cert: Linly mine— 
that once work goes out of the research area, the advanced research 
area, and gets into development, it should be promptly assigned to 
one of the militar y agencies, 

Therefore, | would presume that projects will come and go in the 
shop as they move along into the breadboard or development area. 

We have a different and peculiar situation with regard to space. 
Because of the obvious interest of all three military services in the 
space program, it is not possible, I think, to as promptly assign them 
out. 

However, this very secret project that we have been discussing this 
morning is compeltely the responsibility of the Air Force. It has 
been assigned to the Air Force to execute under the broad policy 
programing of the Advanced Research Projects Agency. It would be 
our intention, as in this case, to operate, and we are operating in the 

same way in regard to other military space programs. 

But this coordinating function will continue, I believe, to be neces- 
sary in the space program indefinitely. 
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Mr. Bares. Now, will you conduct exploratory or advanced plan- 
ning research on miiltary weapons on your own, or will you be re- 
quested to do so by the Secretary of Defense, or w rill it be 2 combina- 
tion of both ? 

Mr. JoHnson. We are, under our charter, requested to submit to the 
Secretary of Defense areas where we believe advanced research should 
properly be undertaken. We are not authorized to undertake that 
research without his specific authorization or request. 

Mr. Bares. Thank you, Mr. Director. 

The Cuarmman. Thank you, Mr. Director. 

Now, I want to compliment you on one thing. You said you could 
not visualize you will require more than 20 personnel to run your 
establishment. 

I hope you will be able to come back here next year and tell the 
committee that you have operated with 20. [ Laughter. | 

I know the pressure that is going to be on you. I hope in the De- 
partment of Defense there will be one man that will hold down his 
personnel to what he first intended to do his work with. [Laughter. | 

Thank you very much, Mr. Director. 

Mr. Jounson. Thank you. 

The CrHamman. I think the committee would be warranted in 
authorizing this $50 million, and with an amendment that the Secre- 
tary make a report to Congress how he spends this $50 million, if he 
can do so within the bounds of security when he makes his report. 

Thank you, Mr. Director. It is a pleasure. 

Mr. Jomnson. Thank you. 

The Cuarman. Without objection, title 4, with the amendment, is 
agreed to. 

Now, members of the committee, I ask you now to turn back to the 
Army portion of the bill. 

Mr. Ketiener. Page 3, Mr. Chairman, Fort Huachuca. 

The Cuarrman. The first one is Fort Huachuca, Ariz. 

I received some communications from Senator Hayden, and he 
thinks the bill should be amended to authorize some construction in 
the amount of $9,098,000 

Mr. Kinpay. Senator Hayden. 

The Carman. Senator Hayden. I want to develop the infor- 
mation. 

Who is here from the Army ? 

Mr. Ketiener. General Thames is here, Mr. Chairman, and General 
Barney. 

The CuHatrMan. Where is it in the bill? 

Mr. Kevitener. Page 3, line 2, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Mr. Ketiener. It would be an addition of $514 million. 

The CuHarrman. All right. Now, we authorized $3,598,000. We 
have a letter from Senator Hayden, chairman of the Appropriations 
Committee. Suppose you read what he thinks should be included—— 

Mr. Ketiener. Mr. Chairman, I have a brief on the mission of 
Huachuca that I believe is even more informative than that. 

The CuarrMan, Suppose you read that, Mr. Kelleher. 

Mr. Keiiener. Yes, sir. 











The mission of the AEPG, Fort Huachuca, is to develop operational 
doctrine, procedures, and techniques for communication systems and 
equipment, conduct user and engineering tests for the Army’s elec- 
tronic warfare and battlefield surveillance techniques and equipment, 
and combat operations research in communications and Signal Corps 
aviation activities. 

The purpose of the AEPG technical building is to consolidate and 
house, in a central building, the widely scattered technical depart- 
ments currently occupying inadequate and improvised facilities con- 
structed about 1900 and temporary wood frame structures constructed 
in 1942. Consolidation of these activities in a new modern and func- 
tionally designed structure is necessary to effect the efficient, accom- 
plishment of the technical mission. 

The first increment of this facility, 168,000 square feet of a total 
407,000 square feet. requirement, was authorized by Public Law 968, 
84th Congress, and funds in the amount of $4,068,000 were appropri- 
ated under Public Law 814, 84th C ongress. © onstruction of this in- 
crement, a 2-story and basement steel “frame and concrete wall struc- 
ture, was initiated in May 1957 and is scheduled for completion in 
September 1958 at an estimated cost of $3,838,000. 

The final increment, 239,000 square feet, was proposed for inclusion 
in the fiscal year 1958 program but due to the limited MCA budget 
and overriding priority requirements in other areas it was deferred ‘by 
the Department of the Army. 

One-half of the final increment was proposed for inclusion in the 
fiscal year 1959 program, but again due to MCA budgetary limitations 
and its relative order of priority it was necessarily deferred. 

Completion of the final increment estimated at $5,500,000 at the 

earliest possible date will provide maximum economy, maximum efli- 
ciency, effective control, and adequate coordination required to be 
maintained to accomplish the assigned technical mission based on the 
following: 

(a) More selective reer uiting of civilian professional personnel 
because of improved w orking conditions. 

(6) Consolidation of expensive test gear, instruments, and other 
equipment. 

(c) Major reduction in security guard. 

(dZ) Conservation of travel time by employees within the instal- 
lation. 

The Cuairman. Now, General, what have you to say with reference 
to increasing this item ? 

General Barney. I am General Barney, the Director of Installations 
for the Deputy Chief of Staff, Logistics, for the Army, sir. 

We recognize the benefit the completion of this facility would 
produce. 

We don’t question that it is very desirable to complete it, and at the 
earliest possible moment. 

The only reason we haven’t put it into our programs is a sheer matter 
of priority, because we felt other items were more urgent, sir. 

The Department would be completely willing to complete this facil- 
ity if the money and the increased ceilings could be made available. 

The Cuarrman. Then the facts warrant this being included and it 
is merely a question of priority when you get the money ? 
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General Barney, Yes, sir, it is entirely a matter of priority. 

The Cuarrman. Then if Congress makes the money available then 
it would be the proper thing to complete it at the earliest possible date 
and to go right forward with it? 

General Barney. As far as the Department of the Army is con- 
cerned, Mr. Chairman, you are correct. We, of course, would have to 
get Department of Defense and Bureau of Budget approval. 

The Cuarrman. Yes, I understand that. 

Mr. Kettenver. $514 million would be added, for a new figure of 
$9,098,000. 

The CuHarrMAn. $9 million what? 

Mr. Keiiener. $9,098,000. 

The Cuarrman. $9,098,000 will complete the whole project; is that 
correct, General ? 

General Barney. That is correct, sir. 

The Carman. And from a military standpoint, if you had the 
money, you would go ahead with it right now; is that correct ? 

General Barney. That is correct, sir, . if we had the money ; in addi- 
tion to moneys we hope we are going to be successful in obtaining an 
increase in the Department’s current obligation and expenditure ceil- 
ings. 

The CuarrMan. I understand that. If you had the money in addi- 
tion to these other items, you would go right forward with it? 

General Barney. Yes, sir. I might qualify that a little further, 
that we would have to complete the design on it. 

Mr. Gavin. You would have to complete what? 

General Barney. The design, the final design. 

The Cuarrman. I think, members of the committee, that the facts 
and circumstances warrant increasing it. Without objection, we in- 
crease this item to $9,098,000. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, could I raise a question about that? 

The Cuarrman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. Just from one standpoint. 

I am impressed by what appears to be the need of it. But if there 
is any possibility of our going back and reconsidering this $50 million 
or the $25 million juggling authority, then I would “be opposed to it. 
Because here would be $5 million that the Secretary of Defense would 
cut off right quick. 

The Cuarrman. I hope the committee will stand firm to eliminate 
the $25 million. 

Mr. Harpy. I think you understand my skepticism about adding 
this kind of thing. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

Mr. Harpy. Because I have a pretty good idea, even if we add it, 
it will be stopped by either the Secretary of Defense, the White 
House, or Bureau of the Budget, so it will be stopped anyway. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. It won’t come out of the $25 mil- 
lion, because I don’t think the committee will give the blanket au- 
thority of $25 million. 

Thank you very much. 

The next one is a very important item, to transfer San Jacinto 
Depot to Point-Aux-Pins in 

Mr. Keviener. Alabama. 
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The Cuatmman. In Alabama. 

Now, we have the Assistant Secretary, Mr. Higgins, here. 

Now, Mr. Secretary, we have had this matter—is Mr. Thomas in 
the committee room ¢ 

(No response. ) 

The Cuatrman. All right. 

Have you a prepared statement, Mr. Secretary ? 

Secretary Shane, I have, Mr. Chairman. 

The CuarrMan. You may submit your statement to the committee. 

Secretary Hicerns. I have with me General Barney, who is Direc- 
tor of Installations for the Deputy Chief of Staff, Logistics, Depart- 
ment of the Army, and Mr. Englander, from the Office of the Director 
of Supply Operations. 

The CHarrman. Have the members of the committee a copy of 
your statement ? 

Mr. Keiiener. Yes, sir; they have. 

Secretary Higarns. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. All right. All members have a copy of the state- 
ment at their desk. 

Mr. Secretary, go ahead with your statement. 

Secretary Hicerns. Mr. Chairman, I have General Barney, who is 
in the Corps of Engineers, and Mr. Englander, who is a supply expert. 

Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, I wish to express the 
appreciation of the Secretary of the Army and myself for your timely 
invitation to hear the Army on your proposed amendment, which 
was read into the record on May 26, 1958, to H. R. 1236, the fiscal year 
1959 military construction authorization bill. 

This proposed amendment deals with the relocation of the San Ja- 
cinto Ordnance Depot to Point-Aux-Pins, Ala. We consider legisla- 
tion of this kind to be a major concern to the Army, and request that, 
under similar circumstances, the Army always be given the oppor- 
tunity to be heard concerning proposed changes in the status of Army 
installations. 

Mr. Chairman, for nearly 4 years the Army has provided you, this 
committee, other committees, and other Members of Congress with 
testimony and correspondence in defense of the Army position that 
San Jacinto is one of the safest ammunition depots in the country. San 
Jacinto is unlike any other Army installation in that it provides the 
Army with a dual capability of ammunition storage and outloading, 
ready for immediate response in the event of an emergency. 

This capability must be maintained. The Army has continued to 
advise the Congress that we wish to retain San Jacinto in its present 
location. Too, we have emphasized that, barring unforeseen circum- 
stances, the outloading facilities would be used only in the event of a 
national emergency. 

San Jacinto is a permanent installation, in excellent repair, and 
strategically well located to perform its mission. This facility per- 
formed admirably during World War II, and was of major impor- 
tance during the Korean war. During the Korean war, San Jacinto 
was one of the first depots to outship ammunition. Vessels were loaded 
at the installation’s pier, within a matter of a few days, from stocks 
stored at the depot. We shipped well over 300,000 tons over this 
pier 
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Mr. Brooxs. Mr. Secretary, my copy of your statement says thou- 
sand tons. 

Secretary Hicerns. Pardon me, 300,000 tons over this pier within a 
6-month period. Such an immediate ‘and dual capability is of great 
military value. I wish to point out that these outshipments were made 
safely. 

In the past few years, testimony has been presented to this com- 
mittee, from other than ‘Army sources, to the effect that San Jacinto 
constituted a safety and health hazard to the surrounding community, 
and that the value of the installation’s land had apprec1 ‘lated to such 
a degree that relocation of the facility was not only economically fea- 
sible, but desirable. 

I wish to point out again, as I have previously, that the depot’s 
storage facilities do not constitute a health or safety hazarad. 

Concerning the economics of the appreciation of the land values, I 
wish to point out that we advised this committee that an independent 
contract appraiser established a fair market value of $1414 million 
in November of 1956 for the entire property, which included $10 million 
for the land. We feel that we must be realistic about these values. 
Therefore, I wish to provide you with some indication of the magni- 
tude of this installation and its activities. 

The installation consists of 281 buildings which, with minor excep- 
tions, are of permanent construction. It is surrounded by 61,000 feet 
of chain-link fence. There are 18 miles of railroad trac kage; 202 igloos 
and 7 magazines; 7 warehouses; 150 open-storage sites with earth barri- 

cades; 270,000 square feet of open, improved storage area; adminis- 
trative support facilities; a slip 4,357 feet long by 250 feet wide and 
36 feet deep; a pier for 2 vessels, 1,500 feet along, and a tugboat dock, 
120 feet long. In addition, there are 43 miles of roads, plus walks, 
bridges, trestles, platforms, parking areas, and operational buildings. 

The depot has 80,000 short tons of ammunition, valued at $120 
million, in storage, and is 90 percent occupied. We consider 85 percent 
occupancy the normal optimum ; therefore, you can readily appreciate 
the importance we place on this stor age site, as evidenced by the high 
percentage of utilization. 

Now, let us be realistic about the money the Army might realize from 
the sale of San Jacinto. As the installation now stands, the sale value 
of the facility, as given in past testimony in the interest of the Army 
moving out of San Jacinto, appears to be highly optimistic. 

We will have to embark upon the demolition of the concrete igloos 
and other facilities, not to mention the removal of many miles of 
railroad track, plus the decontamination of certain areas. We have 
estimated that the demolition work will cost about $800,000. It, 
therefore, appears from our estimate that more than $0.75 million may 
be required to condition the insti allation’s real estate to the extent that 
the Government could realize the maximum return. Any references 
to a maximum return, however, should not lose sight of the fact that 
our disposal of San Jacinto, as proposed by the amendment, will, in 
all practicality, be conducted under conditions of a forced sale. 

The Army position to retain San Jacinto and our reluctance to re- 
locate this installation is the result of most serious consideration. The 
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Serene of the Army stated his position to you, Mr. Chairman, in 
his January 23, 1957, letter, and I quote: 

To move this depot to Point-Aux-Pins, Ala., will cost $33 million. I would 
consider this to be an unwarranted expenditure, and strongly recommend against 
moving this depot. 

Mr. Chairman, it must be realized that, in the event the San Jacinto 
Ordnance Depot were to be relocated, a precedent would be estab- 
lished which could well result in the relocation of other similarly situ- 
ated Army installations. A trend such as this could subject the 
Government to many unwarranted expenses amounting to hundreds of 
millions of dollars. I believe this committee recognizes that sufficient 
moneys cannot be realized through the sale of the installation to com- 
pletely effectuate the relocation. 

As regards the cost, I wish to briefly summarize the factors involved, 
As the Committee knows. the Army received authorization of $26.9 
million in fiscal year 1955, Public Law 534, for construction of a 6- 
berth, safe ammunition outloading terminal at Point-Aux-Pins. This 
authorization has not yet been utilized. The $33 million estimate for 
relocation of San Jacinto submitted to this committee in January 1957 
was based on utilizing, to the greatest extent possible, the primary 
utilities, rail and road nets, channel dredging, and other related assets 
which were to be provided by construction of the Point-Aux-Pins 
terminal. Under present circumstances, where we will not be able 
to superimpose the San Jacinto relocation on an already existing 
Point-Aux-Pins terminal, it is necessary that we utilize a portion of 
the Point-Aux-Pins authorization to provide those assets which we 
had formerly assumed would be in being at Point-Aux-Pins. We have 
limited our use of the Point-Aux-Pins authorization to that essential 
to provide an integrated installation with only those facilities needed 
to meet the present outloading capacity of San Jacinto. A break- 
down of the total cost for the integrated installation is as follows: 

1, WRUEP LEONG Cire UNG: CID vere perc ennenneennsesaneee $9, 587,000 
2. Ammunition storage (232 igloos and warehouse) -—-.-----_-----_- 8, 956, 000 
3. Others: 
(a) Building: administration, service, bachelor officers quar- 
ters, ammunition maintenance and operational, and family 


I a. <.an0n ith pixtinetintindianaiestgeaapuiid-aieamiareciinnte deaiiinnegadeitinad seecimaetds 3, 524, 000 

CO ee nn TR ccc genic aeniegicees=uneiaan 2, 043, 000 

(c) Rail classification yard and miscellaneous trackage... 5, 711, 000 

CF) Zee TL. SORIA ices cites ane ietpseneindiced innit npcteonbeincteennaliions 4, 376, 000 

Cr Te irae lin gc tapping cain nicninndenasctinen in cutee eda ineiiieaaicemete 700, 000 

ia a i te 2, 963, 000 

i, MURINE tases vena Uisllel satgablina Aisha ved alakdiondncb te ebamaaraniedioaeaenetote ceacdiad 2, 360, 000 
i, I FO chea 8 crcitetaets accede diacbsebinninir aaehenaeennimesane 2, 998, 000 
6. Cost increases for labor and materials since original estimate_... 1, 000, 000 
SI cick tts dic athe eh died cndngh anastasia 44, 168, 000 


T should like to emphasize that the reasons for the Army having San 
Jacinto continue to be valid. For the good of the United States, San 
Jacinto is now in being and ready to perform a vital function. 

If the Congress, after car efully weighting all considerations, feels 
impelled to authorize the Army to relocate San Jacinto, we then solicit 
the support of this committee in surmounting difficulties which will 
arise in effecting this relocation. In this regard, the Army respect- 


> 
fully requests the assistance of this committee in securing funds neces- 
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sary for this relocation over and above the fiscal year 1959 and subse- 
quent “Military construction, Army” appropriation limitation. 

The availability of these funds is necessary to allow us to initiate 
the construction of replacement facilities at Point-Aux-Pins. Mr. 
Chairman, we appreciate your version of the proposed amendment. 
We feel that you are trying to make it possible for the Army to carry 
out its responsibilities. Therefore, in this same spirit, this is the way 
we desire the amendment read—and, sir, I offer, as a part of the record 
here, a very slight change in some of the language of the amendment 
as it was presented. May I make that a part of the record? 

The Cuamman. Make it part of the record. 
Insert section 109 as proposed by the witness. 
(The language is as follows :) 


Sec. 109. The Secretary of the Army is authorized to enter into a contract or 
contracts for the relocation, exchange, or sale of the San Jacinto Ordnance 
Depot, Texas, and convey by quitclaim deed all right, title, and interest of the 
United States in and to said depot, upon such terms and conditions as the Sec- 
retary determines to be in the public interest. If such authority is exercised 
by the Secretary of the Army, it shall be subject to the following: 

(a) The United States may retain possession of the depot or any part thereof, 
only until such time as substitute facilities are substantially completed and 
available for use. 

(b) The depot shall be meved to, and integrated with, the ammunition out- 
loading terminal previously authorized for construction at Point-Aux-Pins, Ala- 
bama. 

(c) The sale or exchange of the San Jacinto depot property shall be offered 
by the Chief of Engineers, United States Army, on behalf of and under the super- 
vision of the Secretary of the Army. 

(d) A contract for the sale or exchange of San Jacinto Depot shall be con- 
summated as expeditiously as possible thereafter and on such terms as are de- 
termined by the Secretary of the Army to be in the best interest of the United 
States: Provided, That, if the property is to be conveyed under any terms by 
which the purchase price is not paid in full simultaneously with the signing 
of the contract, title shall remain in the United States until full payment is 
made, but there shall be no penalty or charges made for deferred payment. 

(e) Any proceeds from the sale or exchange shall be available to the Secre- 
tary of the Army to administer the provisions of this section and to pay any 
and all expenses, including land acquisition, in connection with the relocation, 
exchange, or sale of the San Jacinto depot or the establishment of a fully inte- 
grated depot at Point-Aux-Pins, Ala., with the balance, if any, deposited into 
the Treasury of the United States as miscellaneous receipts. 

(f) There are hereby authorized to be appropriated to the Department of 
the Army such sums as may be necessary for the purpose of carrying out the 
provisions of this section, and the monetary limitation imposed by section 502 
hereof shall not be inclusive of any funds required for or in connection with the 
San Jacinto depot relocation. 

Sec. 110. Notwithstanding any other provisions of this or any other Act, the 
authority contained in the Act of July 27, 1954 (68 Stat. 536), for the acquisi- 
tion of land and initiation of construction for the Point-Aux-Pins facility, shall 
continue in effect until June 30, 1960, unless specifically superseded, modified, or 
repealed. 


Secretary Hicerns. Mr. Chairman and members of this committee, 
the Army appreciates the opportunity of stating its case on the San 
Jacinto issue. 

Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Thank you very much, Mr. Secretary. 

Now, let’s get this straight. The first thought of relocating on ac- 
count of the price and hazard was raised by Mr. Bryant, in a statement 
he made before the committee, I think, when he first appeared. 
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He conveyed the thought that in some of these military installations 

the value had gone up so high that it would be good business to dis- 
ose of the property and relocate. He did not raise the question of 
azard. 

Now, here is what he said: 

One of the deterrents in our effort on disposal of real property is the lack of 
assurance that the necessary replacement property will be obtained. To correct 
this situation, the Department of Defense is considering a plan for authorizing 
disposition of high-price real property and the use of part of the proceeds for 
sale of less expensive replacement property. 

So, it originated in the Department of Defense, the philosophy of 
disposing of valuable real estate and making reinvestments in other 
places. 

Now, he did not raise the question of the hazard to a community. 
Now, there can be no doubt, in a great industrial center like Houston, 
this large ammunition depot, necessarily, in the minds of a great many 
people, i is considered a menace, and, therefore, the people want to get 
rid of it. 

Now, you have made an investigation over the years and have deter- 
mined that, if Congress decides to get rid of it on account of being 
hazardous to that community, you w would suggest that they go to the 
place that you selected in Alabama, known as the Point-Aux-Pins. 

You also suggest, as I interpret your statement, it will cost $44 mil- 
lion to install a facility there. 

Secretary Hiaerns. That is right. 

The Cuamman. Of course, it is the responsibility of Congress to 
provide for the money in event it is moved. 

And you say that if they would do that, why, you have no objection 
tomoving it. Isthat what you propose to now do? 

(Secretary Higgins nods. ) 

The Coarrman. Now youstudied the facilities—and you figured you 
might realize approximately how much out of San Jacinto? 

Sec ‘retary Hicerns. I will ask General Barney to answer that. 

General Barney. About $14 million, sir. 

The Cuatrman. About $14 million. Then that would be an appro- 
priation of about $30 million against the Government ? 

Secretary Hicerns. That is right. 

The Cuarrman. To put this. 

Now, how isthe Point-Aux-Pins? Is it an isolated section ? 

Secretary Hiaerns. It is, sir. 

The Cuarrman. And there are no communities around about it ? 

Secretary Hicerns. Not at the present time; no, sir. 

The CHarrmMan. And we would not be confronted with the same 
situation there in the course of years as we are confronted today at 
Houston ? 

Secretary Hicetns. My comment there, Mr. Chairman would be that 
as we move into these communities, payrolls are generated and we 
attract people to us. 

The CuarrMan. Yes, sir. But there will be no large city. It would 
just merely be the local homes and the people employed ? 

Secretary Hicetns. That is correct. 

wus CHarrMAN. How many people are employed in the San Ja- 
cinto? 
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Secretary Hicarns. Two hundred and seventy. 

The Cuamman. How many? 

Secretary Hicerns. Two hundred and seventy. 

The Cuarrman. Two hundred and seventy people are employed 
there. And yet we have a tremendous amount of ammunition that 
would blow up that whole country, if it were to blow up. And we have 
had a bad experience both at Port Chicago and also in that neighbor- 
hood, around in the gulf somewhere. 

Now, there is another factor involved. You pointed out how much it 
had served in World War II and served in the Korean war. Now, if 
it is located in Alabama, it is a great deal closer and you would save 
a considerable distance than if it is located in the estuary at Houston; 
would you not? It is five or six hundred miles closer to the Atlantic 
Ocean from Alabama than it is in Houston. 

Secretary Hieerns. Yes; I think that is a fair statement. 

The Cuairman. That is right, exactly. 

I think that is a factor that ought to be considered. 

Now, I don’t want to consider it only on the basis of hazard to a 
community. People don’t want it. And I will say another thing, 
that they will get the same opinion about these reactors that we will 
build all over the United States. They will try to tell you to build 
these reactors out in isolated sections, where no community will be 
put out of business on account of the —— 

Mr. Kizpay. Mr. Chairman. 

The CHarrman. Yes. 

Mr. Kupay. Mr. Secretary, have you been personally to San Ja- 
cinto ? 

Secretary Hicerns. I have, sir. 

Mr. Kipay. It is located in the dock area and the industrial area 
at Houston; is it not? 

Secretary Hicerns. It is, sir. 

Mr. Kiupay. And isn’t it directly on the ship channel ? 

Secretary Hiearns. It is, sir. 

Mr. Kitpay. Now, that ship channel is about 28 miles from the gulf, 
itself; isn’t it? It isan inland port about 28 miles from the sea? 

Secretary Hicetns. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Kitpay. Developed over a period of many years ? 

Secretary Hicerns. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kirpay. Harris County contains more than 1 million popu- 
lation. 

Secretary Hicarns. It is densely populated; yes, sir. 

Mr. Kinpay. Very densely. And densely populated by industry and 
individuals, relatively near the San Jacinto Depot ? 

Secretary Hicarns. That is correct. 

Mr. Kizpay. I was greatly surprised to learn from your statement 
that right now you have 80,000 tons of ammunition stored there. 

Secretary Hicerns. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kizpay. I am sure you think it is safe. Port Chicago was 
thought to be safe. Nobody thought Texas City ships would blow up. 
But you have enough ammunition stored there right on a ship chan- 
nel that has taken over 30 years to build, to make an inland city into 
a great ocean port. And among all those people in the industrial 
area—enough to practically destroy it; don’t you? 
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Secretary Hicerns. Well, I would answer you, Congressman Kil- 

day, by saying that reference has been made to the Port Chicago 

“blow.” as we called them, which is very unfortunate. But when you 
consider the tremendous tonnage of ammunition we held during that 
whole period and handled, an excellent record was made. And of 
all the ammunition we outloaded out of San Jacinto, an excellent rec- 
ord was made there. 

Mr. Kinpay. I grant you did a fine job. One blow is all you need. 

Secretary Hiceins. That is right. 

Mr. Kivpay. One blow. 

Secretary Hicerns. We must all realize that wherever we go, and 
with the increased firepower we have in these armed services of ours, 
that this is going to be a hazard that will be with us, wherever we go. 

Mr. Kinpay. Your 270 employees would move to Point-Aux-Pins, 
you wouldn’t have such an area of congestion as you have at Houston ? 

Secretary Hicerns. No; we wouldn't. 

Mr. Kixipay. It would be most isolated ? 

Secretary Hiearns. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kixpay. I appreciate the bad precedent here of doing this, but 
I don’t know what you are going to do, Mr. Chairman, “when the 
Army insists on storing 80 000 tons of ammunition. 

The Cuaman. I think this: I think the committee would be war- 
ranted in approving the item and put $44 million in the bill and take 
it on the floor of the House and debate it fully on the floor of the 
House. Because a city should not be placed in such a hazardous sit- 
uation as it is down in Houston. You have to be realistic about this. 
If an explosion occurs there—here are great oil refineries there that 
furnish oil for the defense of the country, and these other great in- 
stallation there, and 1 million people in that neighborhood. It is 
just a bad place to put it. And Mr. Bevan wisely, on another ground, 
on account of the increased cost, it would be proper to move the 
installations and put them at less expensive places. 

Now, you get $14 million from these facilities, and in addition to 
that you will reduce the hazardness of the situation. 

Mr. Brooks. Mr. Chairman, may I ask him a question ? 

I wanted to ask the Secretary this: During World War II you said 
you moved 300,000 tons over this one pier and you have 80,000 tons, 
short tons, of ammunition there now. So you have practically 25 per- 
cent as much ammunition there today as you moved during the entire 
World War II—— 

Secretary Hicetns. Korean war. 

Mr. Brooks. Over that period; isn’t that true? 

Secretary Hicetns. Korean war. 

Mr. Brooks. What? 

Secretary Hiaartns. I believe the Korean war. 

Mr. Brooks. Korean war. 

Secretary Hicars. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Brooxs. During the Korean war? 

Secretary Hicarns. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Brooxs. Let me ask you: As a part of that complex, at that 
time, didn’t you have reconsignment tee backing up the depot 
there in Houston, at New Orleans and Mobile? 

Secretary Hicerns. And we have today. 
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Mr. Brooxs. No. That isthe question I was going to ask you. You 
have abandoned the reconsignment depots. Soa part of your complex 
there to transship ammunition in supplies has been abandoned? 

Secretary Hiccrns. Well, to this degree, Congressman: The time- 
table we had in World War IT and the Korean war and the timetable 
in our planning today is entirely different. We need to be ready to go 
tomorrow, wherever we are, and we have more ammunition there now 
than we would under planning for World War IT or a Korean war. 

Mr. Brooks. The point I am making is this: If your whole program 
was to ship only 300,000 tons over that pier, and then if you had 
abandoned your backup on it—and you have, too—then you can’t hope 
to do that good a job out of that facility without rebuilding some of 
the abandoned facilities in that area ? 

Secretary Hicerns. I don’t believe that would be the case, sir. With 
the plan we have today—and we have this material now more forward 
than it was ever before, ready to go. That is the explanation as to 
why we find that we have this or the other outloading ammunition 
bases 

Mr. Brooxs. Your explanation is, rather than having the backup 
depots, reconsignment depots, you are moving all your ammunition 
forward and you are concentrating it in this depot here; is that right? 

Secretary Hicerns. Well, we are moving it forward to the degree 
that our professional experts feel in the mobilization plan that it 
should be there, yes, sir. 

Mr. Brooxs. Now, if you rebuild this in another place, of course, 
all your facilities will be new facilities ? 

Secretary Hicerns. That is right. 

Mr. Brooks. So actually you are giving up used facilities, some of 
which ar®é rather old, too, and you are providing for new facilities. 

So, actually, you haven’t really placed in there full credit for depre- 
ciation, have you ! 

Secretary Hicerns. Well, we do not carry depreciation figures on 
Army installations, as we do in private business, no, sir. 

Mr. Brooxs. In your cost for the movement, you really ought to con- 
sider depreciation for service already obtained out of the existing 
facilities ? 

Secretary Hicerns. I repeat, sir, we do not carry depreciation figures 
on Army installations. 

Mr. Brooxs. What would that be; have you any idea ? 

Secretary Hicerns. No; I haven’t. 

Mr. Brooks. Isthere any way of getting any idea ? 

General Barney. No. 

Secretary Hiaerns. We do not carry depreciation on Government 
property, as you know. So we haven’t any figures available on that. 

The Cuarrman. Now, Mr. Secretary 

Mr. Huppieston. Mr. Chairman, could I ask? 

The CuarrMan. Wait 1 minute. 

Mr. Secretary, if this bill is amended to authorize $44,168,000—of 
course, you would not abandon this depot until you built the facilities 
at Point-Aux-Pins; isn’t that correct? 


Secretary Hiecrns. Yes. And I want to say that we are always 
paying very close attention to our public relations. We want to be 


good neighbors wherever we are. 
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The Cuarrman. That is right. 

Secretary Hicarns. As I say, in the wisdom of the Congress, if they 
want us to set up shop over there and as we say, “Get the carpets down 
and the window shades hung,” we will move in. 

The Cuatrman. If the Congress gives you the money, you will 
move ? 

Secretary Hicarns. Yes, sir; we will move in. 

Mr. Price. Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Secretary, are the facilities at Houston, San Jacinto, and the 
conditions at Port Chicago, in any way comparable? 

Secretary Hiaarns. No; I don’t think they are. I don’t think they 
are comparable 

I would have to get a professional witness for you on Port Chicago, 
because, as I have read about and studied Port Chicago, the oe 
operations they have there are unusual. So from my knowledge o 
it—and I am not offering this as expert testimony here—I would say 
they are not similar. But we would be glad to examine that. 

Mr. Price. Not similar in which way? Adversely or in favor of 
Port Chicago ? 

Secretary Hicerns. I think at Port Chicago they had ships in there 
beside each other. 

Is that right ? 

General Barney. That is right. 

Mr. Ketitener. That was the situation. 

Secretary Hieeins. There was more than one ship and they were 
walking over one ship to get to another. 

Mr. Price. I was wondering, if we made this move to Houston, 
whether it would set a precedent that would reopen the Port Chicago 
case and the demands for removal of that ammunition depot gain 
somewhat. 

Secretary Hicerns. Well, Congressman Price, you offer the one 
thing that concerns us greatly in this affair. As I say, we want to be 
good neighbors. But if this is used as a precedent, you can seize valu- 
able Army property all over this Nation today pretty much on this 
same approach. 

Mr. Price. I am trying to relate the safety factors—Mr. Chairman, 
I am trying to relate the safety factors at Port Chicago and Houston. 
Are they similar? Would there be a greater argument in favor of 
the Houston position as against Port Chicago? 

Secretary Hicarns. Well, I would say they are very dissimilar. I 
would like to call on a little more expert opinion. 

Would you render an opinion, Mr. Englander ? 

(Mr. Englander aside. ) 

The Cuarrman. Anyone can answer the question? Come around, 
please. 

Mr. Enoianper. Yes,sir. Mr. Herezogh. 

Mr .Smarr. What are his initials? 

Mr. Enevanper. Mr. J.H. Herezogh. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Price was a member of the subcommittee that 
made the investigation in Port Chicago. Of course, there were some 
400 people killed there. 

Mr. Price. What I am trying to get at is whether the same argu- 
ments would hold at Port Chicago as are being advanced in favor of 
the removal of the depot at San Jacinto. 
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The Cuatrman. What is the witness’ name? Give your name to 
the reporter. 

Mr. Herczocu. John H. Herczogh. 

Secretary Hicerns. What is your capacity ? 

Mr. Herczocu. I am the safety director for the Chief of Transpor- 
tation, United States Army. 

The Carman. All right. Can you answer Mr. Price’s question ? 

Mr. Herczocu. If I understood the quate right, as to whether 
this forced movement of the Army from San Jacinto would have the 
same effect on Port Chicago—— 

Mr. Price. Yes. 

Mr. Herczocu. My personal opinion would be “Yes, sir.” 

Mr. Price. It would ? 

Mr. Herczoau. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Price. Is there as great a hazard involved at Port Chicago to a 
population area as there is at Houston ¢ 

Mr. Herczocu. I would say they are relatively the same, too, the 
way they are constructed to this day. Maybe Port Chicago miaht be 
a little bit more built up, a little bit better than the Houston area: 
that is, in relation to the pier area. 

Mr. Price. What about the shipping lanes ? 

Mr. Herczocu. No. The shipping lane in Port Chicago, coming 
out into Suisan Bay—it is a little bit more open water. ‘Of course, 
you have a possibility of the Carquinez Bridge and some of the other 

ridges that you have to go under, whereas in ‘the Texas area you have 
the narrow Houston Channel that you have to go through to get out 
into the gulf. 

The Cuatrman. My recollection, Mr. Price, is that the people at 
Port Chicago want to keep the ammunition dump. 

Mr. Price. Some wanted to keep it. 

Mr. Keviener. Right. 

The Cuarrman. Are they fighting it ? 

Mr. Ketiener. Yes,sir. There are two schools of thought there. 

The Cuarman. Of course, you were appointed to make an invest iga- 
tion, and you made a trip, you and other members. There was no place 
on the west coast we could locate it except Port Chicago. You couldn’t 
come down the coast, to bring it in through the gr eat industrial cen- 
ters. So the next move was made to isolate it by a 2-mile strip around 
the community. And the people didn’t want that. So the commit- 
tee concluded that the people were willing to live with it and we would 
go along with it. 

That makes a different position at Houston. The people don’t want 
it down there because they don’t want to be blown up. 

Mr. Price. The point that worries me—— 

The Cuarrman. They want to keep on the ground, while in Cali- 
fornia they don’t mind getting intheair. [Laughter. | 

Mr. Price. Mr. Chairman, some of those things are true. But the 
point that worried me is that the agitation still exists for the removal 
of the depot there. 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Bates, have you any questions? 

Mr. Price. And it may grow a little bit bigger now if we set a 
precedent in this instance. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Bates? 
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Mr. Bares. Well, Mr. Chairman, the question that I wanted to ask 
has been partially asked by Mr. Price. Because I was concerned about 
the precedent here, too. 

Do you have other locations throughout the United States where the 
safety factor is as serious as it is here, at San Jacinto, or is this really 
an isolated case where there is nothing quite comparable ? 

The CHarrman. Nothing comparable. 

Secretary Hiaetns. Yes; we have other installations, I think a num- 
ber of them, Congressman Bates. 

The Coarrman. What are they, Mr. Secretary ? 

Secretary Hicerns. W ould you read them off ? 

Mr. Encuanper. Mr. W. H. Englander, Assistant Chief of Depot 
Operations. 

Anniston Ordnance Depot. 

The Cuatrrman. What is it? 

Mr. Encuanper. Anniston Ordnance Depot, in Alabama 

Mr. Eneuanper. In Anniston, Ala. The depot is roughly 10 miles 
west of Anniston, with a population of well over 30,000. 

There is Blue Grass Ordnance Depot 

The Cuairman. That is 30 miles away. That wouldn’t be a com- 
parable situation to Houston. 

Mr. Encianper. Ten miles, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Ketitener. Ten miles. 

Mr. Brooxs. One million people at Houston, though, and 30,000 at 
Anniston. 

The Cuarrman. And the people at Anniston are not disturbed. 
They want it to stay there. 

Mr. Price. Mr. Chairman, in that connection, may I bring out this 
point ¢ 

Was the Port Chicago, as far as ammunition operation, about the 
major ammunition catastrophe you had in recent years ? 

Mr. Herczocu. Yes, sir. 

Secretary Hicerns. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Price. Isthat right? 

Secretary Hiaerns. That is correct. 

Mr. Price. As a matter of fact t, doesn’t the record show that the 
only people who were killed or injured in this explosion were people 
act in working in the ammunition area ? 

Mr. Herczocu. Yes, sir; that is correct. 

Mr. Pricer. So this hazard would exist wherever you moved this 
base, wouldn’t it ? 

Mr. Herczocu. Yes, sir; that is right. 

Mr. EnGLANpER. Possibly, yes. 

Mr. Herczoeu. Of course, the reason, then—why more civilians 
weren't killed at Port Chicago was due to the fact that it was late at 
night and most of them were in bed and weren’t hit by flying objects. 

Secretary Hicerns. I think the point made here was that we didn’t 
have a blow in the storage area itself, it was at the piers. 

Mr. Herczocn. That is correct, sir. 

Secretary Hicerns. It was humans handling the ammunition. 

Mr. Herczocn. At the pier. 

Secretary Hicerns. Over one ship to get to another one, as I 
remember. 
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Mr. Ketiener. That is right. 
The Cuarrman. Go ahead and answer Mr. Bates’, Mr. Witness. 
Secretary Hicarns. Read the next one. 
Mr. Eneuanper. In addition, there is the Blue Grass Ordnance 
Depot, in Kentucky. That is 25 miles southeast of Lexington, with 
a population of over 55,000. 
e Letterkenny Ordnance Depot, at Chambersburg, Pa., which is 3 

miles northeast of Chambersburg, with a population of over 20,000. 

The Navajo Ordnance Depot, at Flagstaff, Ariz., which is about 
9 miles west of Flagstaff, with a population of about 7,000. 
The Pueblo Ordnance Depot, 15 miles east of Pueblo, Colo., with 


a population of about 70,000. 
Raritan Arsenal, at Metuchen, N. J., which is 314 miles south 


/ 


of Metuchen, with a population of over 10,000; 414 miles east of 
New Brunswick, with a population of about 40,000, and about 25 
miles southwest of New York, with a population of about 8 million. 

Mr. Kitpay. How far would you say this is from Houston, on the 
same basis? 

Mr. Encianper. San Jacinto, sir, is 15 miles east of Houston. 

Mr. Kitpay. And from the port areat How far from the port 
area ? 

Mr. Eneianver. That would be roughly about the same from the 
port area. However, the Houston port area continues along the 
channel. The depot property is roughly about 214 miles from the 
limits of Greater Houston. 

Mr. Kupay. But it is built up out there. You mean the official 
city limits? 

Mr. Encianper. Well, from the official city limits; it is 15 miles. 

Mr. Kinpay. But 

Mr. Eneianpver. But Greater Houston and the suburban area; 
around 214 miles. 

Mr. Kitpay. Surrounding—doesn’t it surround this? 

Mr. Eneianper. Not quite, sir. There is Channelview, which is 
a housing area, and that is at the northeast boundary of the depot. 
The Cuarrman. Any further questions? 

Mr. Enouanper. And there isa population 

Mr. Bates. Mr. Chairman. 

The CuarrMan. Mr. Bates. ‘ 

Mr Bares. Now, you would feel, as far as the safety element is 
concerned, it is present at these other locations that you enumerated 
to the same degree as at San Jacinto? 

Mr. Encianper. With this exception: I would like to make it clear 
that all of our ammunition depots meet our various safety require- 
ments, and that sufficient distance is established between the boudaries 
of the depots and any of our ammunition stocks, So that, at most, 
if there were a maximum explosion in a storage area, the distances 
are sufficient to cause probably no more than superficial damage 
beyond the boundaries of the installation. 

That would be cracked plaster, broken window panes and possibly 
the blowing in of doors. 

The big difference between any of the other ammunition facilities 
and San Jacinto is that San Jacinto is not only a storage area, but an 
ammunition outloading area as well. 
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Mr. Bares. I understand that. That is the reason I asked you as 
far as the plant itself is concerned. 

Mr. Eneianper. Right. 

Mr. Bares. Do I understand, as far as the plant is concerned, there 
is really not much difference between this and the several other loca- 
tions ? 

Mr. Eneuanper. As far as the storage areas are concerned, there 
is no difference. 

Mr. Bares. I presume that is also true in the Navy and the Air 
Force. We have seen it in the Army with the Nike sites, where we 
have had a couple of little incidents that developed, which were rather 
serious. 

As far as outloading is concerned, Mr. Higgins, in your statement 
you indicated that the outloading facilities would not be used except 
in the case of a national emergency today ¢ 

Secretary Hieerns. That is correct, Mr. Bates. 

Mr. CunNINGHAM. Mr. Chairman, could I ask a question ? 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Cunningham. 

Mr. CunninGuam. Mr. Secretary, do you at these installations ac- 
quire land belonging to the Government at a distance out from the 
depot so that people will not move in and build a community and build 
up a hazard of their own ? 

Secretary Hicerns. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. CunnrnGuam. How far out do you purchase land to protect it? 

Mr. Herczocu. Generally about 1 mile, sir. 

Mr. CUNNINGHAM. One mile only ¢ 

Mr. Herczoau. Yes. 

Mr. Cunnincuam. Well, how does it happen that you are within 
10 miles in so many of those? Are the people not moved in? 

Mr. Herczocn. Sir, the way those igloo areas are laid out, if one 
igloo should detonate, it will not set off i any other storage igloo within 
the depot. The possibility of two igloos going off is remote. There- 
fore, the distance purchased is only that required to provide the safety 
factor from the closest igloo depot to the depot boundary 

Mr. Kevtitener. Closest igloo. 

Mr. Herczoan. Yes, the closest igloo to the depot boundary. 

Mr. CunninoaM. Is that the situation you have at San Jacinto? 

Mr. Herczocu. Yes, sir. If one igloo goes up, the chances of an- 
other going off is remote. 

Mr. CunnrncHAM. What is the hazard, then, at San Jacinto? 

Mr. Herczocu. At the depot itself there is none, sir, to the best of 
my knowledge. It is safely laid out like any other military ammuni- 
tion facility. 

Mr. Cunnincuam. Let me ask this question. Any greater hazard 
than there would be at Point-Aux-Pins if it were moved out there ? 

Mr. Herczoeu. No, sir. As far as the depot goes, it would be laid 
out on the same criteria. The pier would have a little more additional 
land to it. 

The Cuamman. May I ask this, Mr. Cunningham: 

What is the total acreage at San Jacinto? 

Mr. Enouanper. 5,000 acres, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHatrMan. 5,000 acres. Now, members of the committee—— 

Mr. CunnrncHamM. What is the acreage at Port-Aux-Pins? What 
do you plan? 
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Mr. Eneianper. That would be over 5,000. 

The Cuarrman. How many? 

Mr. Herczocu. That would be approximately 17,000 acres? 

Mr. CunnincHam. Wouldn’t it build up around that in a few years 
and there would be a city or town, so that there would be the same 
hazard as you have at San Jacinto? 

Secretary Hicerns. I have not agreed that a hazard exists. Our 
latest and most modern ammunition outloading terminal is at Sunny 
Point, N. C. I have been there. This is as modern as tomorrow’s 
sunrise. 

The Cuamman. Well—— 

Mr. Brooks. Mr. Secretary, I notice—— 

Mr. Huppieston. Let the witness answer it. 

Secretary Hicerns. I wanted to say that the payrolls—at Sunny 
Point, N. C., where we are just 90 miles from nowhere, the first time 
I went there I went to dedicate the affair and I saw evidence of the 
population around ther springing up, and now we are getting com- 
munities around there. These payrolls are always going to attract 
people. 

The Cuatrman. No cities being built around it, though? 

Secretary Hicetns. No, sir. 

The Cuarrman. And you only have 240 or 270 people employed. 
That is all the people th: at is employed there. T here is no large per- 
sonnel associated with any of these depots anywhere. 

Mr. Brooks. Mr. Secretary, too, I notice there Mr. Thomas esti- 
mates that that land should bring from $1714 million to $20 million. 
Now, your estimate is not quite that much, is it ? 

Secretary Hicetns. No, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Now, members of he committee—— 

Mr. Gavin. May I ask a question 

Mr. Price. Mr. Chairman. 

How far is this place from Mobile, this new point where it is to be 
located ? 

Mr. Eneranper. About 22 miles. 

Mr. Pricer. Which direction is Mobile, toward this location? 

Mr. Herczocu. This point is right on the gulf, sir, and it is about 
20 or 25 miles southwest from Mobile. 

Mr. Price. How far away were you from Houston, when the base 
was built there originally ? 

Mr. Eneianper. Fifteen miles. 

The Cuatrman. I think this 

Mr. Gavin. How long as the depot been there? 

May Iaska question? 

Mr. Eneianper. Since 1942. Construction was started in 1941. 

Mr. Gavin. How much land do you own around your outside, where 
you are fenced in, in the complete surrounding? 

Mr. Encianper. Well, the 


9 











Mr. Gavin. How far is it? It isa mile or a mile and a half? 
Mr. Enevanper. It is about—anywhere from 2,000 to 4,000 feet from 
any of the places—— 
Mr. Gavin. Installations? 
. Mr. Encianper. Where the ammunition is stored to the boundar Vv 
ence. 
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The Cuamman. Now, members of the committee, let’s let this 
matter lie on the table for the time being and we will proceed: 

Now, I get from you, Mr. Secretary, that if Congress decides that 
the proper thing to do—you need $44 million to reestablish it at some 
other place. 

Secretary Hicerns. If this is ready, yes, sir, ready for us, why, we 
will be good neighbors 

The Cuamman. And the language is such that you will have ample 
time to build the other establishment before you abandon this one? 

Secretary Hieerns. Oh, it must be ready for us to move into; yes, 
sir. 

The Cuatrman. That is right. 

Secretary Hicerns. And it is going to establish a national precedent. 

Mr. Harpy. I have just one question, Mr. Chairman. 

Do the safety factors at San Jacinto conform in all respects now 
to the safety factors which the Army has always considered appro- 
priate ? 

Mr. Herczoeu. May I answer that? 

Secretary Hiceins. Yes. 

Mr. Herczocu. As far as the depot goes; yes, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. Well, in what respect do they not meet requirements? 

Mr. Herczocn. I am referring to the pier area. They do not meet 
present-day safety criteria. That is the outloading area of the facility. 

Mr. Harpy. The outloading pier does not meet the safety re- 
quirement ? 

Mr. Herczocu. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. Whose responsibility is that? Is the Army responsible 
for that, or did the port build up around it ? 

_Mr. Enevanper. I will answer that. The port built up around it, 
sir. 

Mr. Harpy. The Army didn’t take the adequate precautions to pro- 
tect itself against it being built up? The Army didn’t buy up all the 
land, in other words ? 

Mr. ENeianper. We would have to admit that, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. What is to prevent a similar situation from arising 
wherever else you might locate ? 

Secretary Hicerns. Well, I would like to offer this, Congressman 
Hardy. It has been developed here that insofar as the outloading 
part of San Jacinto is concerned, you could find some fault with it. 
But this pier is only going to be used in a war, and if we get into a 
war and need to outload through New Orleans or Hoboken, or else- 
where 

Mr. Harpy. The city of New York? 

Secretary Hicerns. We will do it. 

Mr. Harpy. You will do it? 

Secretary Hicerns. Yes, sir. We are only going to do this in war. 
and then all the chips are down and we will do what we need to do. 

Mr. Harpy. As far as you are concerned, it meets all the safety re- 
quirements that anybody could think of as being neerssary ? 

Secretary Hicarns. Yes, sir. . 

The Cuatrman. Thank you very much, Mr. Secretary. 

Mr. Krrenin. One question. I asked in writing there. 








20066—58S—No. 86——39 








7632 


What is the population of the area surrounding your North Caro- 
lina depot at the present time ? | 

Secretary Hieerns. I will have to find that. 

Mr. Encianper. I don’t have that, sir. I will have to get that for 
you. 

Sunnypoint Army Terminal, N. C., is situated 6 miles north of 
South Port, N. C., the population in 1950 was 2,100 persons. In 1958 
this population i is 2,020 persons. The terminal is 25 miles south of 
Wilmington, N. C. In 1950 the population was 45,034 persons. The 
1957 population was 54,500 persons. Sixty percent of the terminal's 
personnel strength of 270 employees comes from Wilmington, N. C., 
and 40 percent from South Port, N. C. 

Mr. Krrenry. Is it pretty rapidly being built up, relatively 
speaking ¢ 

Mr. Enoianper. It is building up. That is the point I wanted to 
make. 

The Cuarrman. Thank you very much, Mr. Secretary. 

Secretary Higers. Thank you. 

The Cuairman. Now, members of the committee, the next matter 
on the Army bill—that finishes the Army. 

Mr. Ketiener. Yes, sir. 

The Cuairman. Testimony. Then we will turn to the Navy, on 
page 16 of the bill. 

Now we will try to get some of these items passed on. 

We passed over the California items in deference to the fact that 
there was the primary in California. 

Navy Shipy: ard, San Francisco, Calif., operational and training 
facilities, $766,000. 

Mr. Keniener. Mr. Chairman, the first one is Long Beach, line 16. 

The Cuairman. Where is it ? 

Mr. Ke.tiener. Page 16, line 16. 

The Cuatrman. Oh, yes. 

Now, the first item—this is very important, now. The first item 
is Naval Shipyard, Long Beach, Calif., operational and training facili- 
ties, $5( 7 000. 

Now, I don’t think there is any dispute about the $500,000, because 
we all know what the $500,000 is for. It is for the purpose of trying 
to prevent the subsidence of the premises around there, to fix it so that 
they could use it and continue to use it. 

Mr. Keiiener. To keep the water out, actually. 

The Cnarrman. Now, I understand—last year we had Mr. Doyle 
and a subcommittee to make a trip out there, and they submitted a 
report. 

Mr. Doyle. 

Mr. Doyix. Yes, sir, Mr. Chairman. 

The CuarrMan. Mr. Kelleher, will you read the conclusion of Mr. 
Doyle’s report last year, in that memor andum? Here it is. right here. 

Mr. Ketieuer. I have it, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. This is what Mr. Doyle reported. 

All right. 

Mr. Ketirner. This is at the end of the report. 


Based on the foregoing, it is the recommendation of the subcommittee that 
until there is full evidence that every possible action is being taken to prevent 
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subsidence in the area of the naval shipyard, the Federal Government should 
make no further expenditures for remedial work other than that necessary to 
provide minimum protection to the Government property involved. 

The Cuarrman. Now, Mr. Doyle. 

Mr. Dorie. Mr. Chairman, and members of the committee—— 

The Cuarrman. Just sit right where you are, Mr. Doyle. 

Mr. Doyte. Mr Chairman and members of the committee, from 
Long Beach City are several representatives. However, I think we 
first should hear from the Honorable Craig Hosmer, the distinguished 
Representative who represents the district. 

The Cuatrman. Allright. 

Mr. Doytx. In which the shipyard is located. 

I have the pleasure of presenting Mr. Hosmer. 

Mr. Norsiap. Mr. Chairman, this says “operational and training 
facilities” Could you clear that up? 

Mr. Ketiener. It is a category that the Secretary of Defense im- 
poses on the various facilities. Actually, it is protective works to keep 
the ocean out. 

Mr. Norsiap. On the subsidence problem ¢ 

Mr. Ketiener. Yes, sir. 

The Crarrman. Can you give the committee, Mr. Congressman, 
any information in regard to this item ? 

Mr. Hosmer. Yes, sir; I have a prepared statement. I would like 
to briefly summarize it. 

The CrarrMan. Go right ahead. 

Mr. Hosmer. Because | believe you may wish to hear from others 
within the time. 

Mr. Chairman and colleagues, last year this committee put the local 
community and those profiting from the extraction of oil on the spot. 

You told them to give concrete evidence they are doing all reason- 
ably possible to correct the subsidence problem. 

In the intervening 12 months they mobilized a herculean effort to 
give you that ev idence. Within authority of then existing law, they 
started a $10 million water- injection program to restore pressure and 
firm up the ground. Already it injects half again the 40,000 barrels 
being injec ted last year. By the end of this year, when installations 
are completed, it will inject 226,700 barrels daily, compared with the 
82,000 barrels per day petroleum extraction. 

In the last 12 months, the California Legislature, in special session, 
passed a State subsidence control law almost unanimously. The city 
turned out a record vote to amend its charter to coincide with the new 
State law. A regiment of engineers and geologists were hired to 
gather the data needed to de velop additional repressuring plans under 
the new law. Those plans are going forward at top speed with the 
corpor ation of oil operators. The latter he ive signed their written 
intent to carry out a $2314 million repressuring program pinpointed at 
the shipyard area. They will utilize 96 inject wells to force an addi- 
tional 367,000 barrels of water daily to ameliorate subsidence in the 
area of the shipyard. Under the new law this project will be financed 
out of public money which is now, this moment, available—so there 
should be no hitches. 

Some have criticized this law because it places more emphasis on 
voluntary repressurization than it does on its compulsory features. 
It was written this way as a practical matter to get the repressuriza- 
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tion job done swiftly—without lengthy litigation possibilities which 
are inherent in purely compulsory plans. 

It was developed out of long negotiation amongst all affected parties. 
It represents a compromise as does so much good legislation. Be- 
cause all parties had a part in it, and agreed to it, they are honor- 
bound to make it work. That is fully evidenced by the $2314 million 
agreement I already mentioned. 

This committee demanded action to correct the subsidence prob- 
lem and it is getting it from a community and State aroused with a 
a single-minded determination to do what is required for the safety, 
preservation, and continued operation of the shipyard, which ac- 
counts for one-seventh of the total economy of the area. 

Let me divert now from the facts and figures and the physical side 
of this and talk of the human element. 

High spirit and good morale have accomplished these and other 
results related to you. There yet remains to be done additional re- 

ressurization in other areas of the field to top off this job. I be- 
hive that spirit and morale can be maintained and steam kept at 
peak pressure behind this effort only if this committee now judges 
that these remarkable effects are, in fact, concrete evidence that all 
reasonably possible to correct the subsidence problem is being done. 
I do not believe that any more action could be crammed into these past 
12 months than has been exhibited. 

Already $714, million has been spent to do 25 percent of the work 

necessary to completely remedy all present and future estimated sub- 
sidence at the installation, which the Navy told you last year is vital 
to the national defense. The cost is small indeed in relation to the 
$168,500,000 in tax revenues so far collected by the Federal Govern- 
ment on account of oil operations at the field. It is small indeed in 
relation to the estimated $170 million replacement cost of the ship- 
yard. 
" In the best interests of getting done what needs to be done in the 
interest of our Government, in the shortest possible time, I respect- 
fully urge you to place the some $6 million needed this year for sub- 
sidence remedial work at the Long Beach Naval Shipyard in your 
authorization bill. 

What I have thus far said summarizes my case. With your indul- 
gence I would now like to detail it in both statement and outline form. 

A year ago this committee cut out $514 million for subsidence 
remedial work at the Long Beach Naval Shipyard, stating: 

* * * the committee believes that the Federal Government should take no 
further action until the local community and those profiting from the extrac- 
tion of oil have given concrete evidence that they are doing all reasonably 
possible to correct the subsidence problem * * *. 

Today I ask you to restore these funds because in the intervening 
year the local community and the oil operators have made herculean 
efforts which incontrovertibly evidence they are doing all reasonably 
posible to correct this problem. ' 

Correcting it, as you know, requires restoration of subsurface pres- 
sures in the oil pools underlying the shipyard. 

In 12 short months almost unparalleled progress has been made by 
a community mobilized with a single-minded determination to satisfy 
your requirements and retain the shipyard which underlies its 
economy. 
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During the last 24 hours 49,700 barrels of water was injected into 
this field along with 8,446,000 cubic feet of natural gas. By the end 
of this month water injection will be at the rate of 61,700 barrels per 
day. By the end of next year it will be 226,700 barrels per day. This 
is almost 3 times the some 82,000 barrels per day of petroleum being 
extracted. 

This is all being accomplished voluntarily, at a cost of around $10 
million, and it is only a prelude to a $2314 million crash repressuriza- 
tion program pinpointed at the oil pools underlying the shipyard. It 
will inject an additional 367,000 barrels of water each day through 
96 injection wells to firm up stability of the ground and ameliorate 
subsidence in the area of the shipyard. 

This gigantic effort was agreed to last Wednesday in writing by 
95.3 percent of the operators in the area who signed their “Memoran- 
dum of intent to unitize and repressure fault blocks II and ITI.” 
Their finalized agreement awaits only last minute geological and engi- 
neering data needed to write the exact plan for repressurization. That 
agreement and plan should be ready by the effective date of Califor- 
nia’s new subsidence control law next July 24, 90 days from the day 
it was approved last April by the Governor of California. 

This repressurization pact pinpointed at the exact area of the ship- 
yard and the forerunner of other pacts in contiguous fault blocks illus- 
trates the wisdom of the decision made by the local community in 
selecting the kind of antisubsidence law to be enacted by the State of 
California. There were two choices. 

First, a supertough compulsory law enacted over the opposition of 
the California oil industry that would have looked good to you, but 
ended up in court litigation and delayed effective repressurization 
long past the point where it would help the shipyard situation. 

The second choice was to get practical legislation acceptable to all 
major public and private oil operators under which immediate reme- 
dial steps could be taken. This was done and today, even before the 
effective date of the new law, all reasonably possible action to correct 
the subsidence problem is underway. 

This law is, in fact, a subsidence control law. 

It places full weight of State authority and responsibility behind 
the program to stop subsidence. It is administered by the State oil 
and gas supervisor and his technical staff. 

The law insures that repressuring plans will be adopted on a com- 
prehensive basis and that repressuring operations will be soundly 
engineered. 

It spurs quick action, large-scale, voluntary repressurization plans 
such as the one I have just described. It does so by— 

1. Eliminating the damage liability issue from repressuring 
operation ; 

2. Authorizing use of the power of eminent domain to effectuate 
voluntary repressuring agreements ; 

3. Permitting the use of immediately available city and State 
oil revenues to finance multi-million-dollar repressurization in- 
stallations. 

The law also provides for compulsory unitization and repressuri- 
zation plans in the event that any voluntary ones cannot be agreed 
upon. 
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The law, although it conforms generally with successful legislation 
of other States on the same subject, was carefully written to ‘sidestep 
constitutional and other legal technicalities that might delay its 
prompt effectiveness. 

The law also was carefully written to minimize the degree of con- 
currence needed to initiate voluntary repressurization. T hat required 
by the law is, as a practical matter, far less than the percentage of con- 
curring ownership at this oilfield who have committed themselves to 
join such repressuring plans. 

This is the exact situation: Under the law 75 percent of the oper- 
ators must agree before eminent domain can be exercised to initiate a 
voluntary plan against any nonconsenting operators. The law re- 
quires 65 percent of oper ators to agree to effectuate a compulsory uni- 
tization plan. 

There are six fault blocks in this oilfield. In 5 of the 6 blocks the 
percentage of operators who have promised their assent to such plans 
is comfortably above these legal minimums. In fault blocks II and 
IIT it is 95.3 percent; in fault block IV, 84.1 percent; in fault block 
V, 92.9 percent are in agreement, and in fault block VI the figure is 
82.9 percent. In fault block I, only one more operator is needed to 
invoke the compulsory provisions. 

At the present time and for some months past engineers, geologists, 
and legal experts of these concurring operators constantly have been 
engi wed in working out repressurization plans for all these fault 
blocks. To give you an idea of just how fast this work which you have 

required be done in order to restore appropriations for the shipyard 
is being carried out, I submit the following time schedule for comple- 
tion of these complicated and highly technical repressuring plans: 
For fault blocks II, III, and IV, July 1, 1958, less than a month hence; 
for fault blocks V and VI, August 1, 1958; for fault block I, Septem- 
ber 15, 1958; and for the entire field, October 1, 1958. 

I respectfully submit that these remarkable steps are concrete evi- 
dence you wanted that the local community, and those profiting from 
the extraction of oil are doing all reasonably possible to correct the 
subsidence problem. I respec tfully submit the condition you attached 
last year to any further expenditures for remedial work necessary to 
keep this shipyard operational has been fully met. 

It is a shipyard that would require $170 million to replace. Its im- 
portance in the national defense picture has been detailed to you many 
times. Its 6,500 employees and $31 million annual payroll account for 
approximately one-seventh of the economy of the area. Already $15 
million of the maximum $30 million cost of doing all the subsidence 
remedial work ever needed at the naval shipyard has been spent. Six 
million dollars is needed this year to carry it on. That amount is 
needed now so che work can be accomplished ahead of the remaining 
anticipated sinkage. It is a small amount indeed in relation to the 
some $168,500,000 in tax revenues the Federal Government has re- 
ceived to date from the oil operations in the Wilmington field. 

I sincerely urge that all possible is now being done to correct. the 
subsidence problem and that the item for the Long Beach Naval Ship- 
yard in the authorization bill you are considering be marked up to 
permit that Navy yard to continue its important function. 
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I urge this not only in relation to the importance of the shipyard 
to the community and to the Navy and national defense, but in rela- 
tion to the welfare of the employees of the yard. 

Another year of doubt and indecision as to the future of the | ard 
cannot but take a heavy toll on the morale of these employees. They 
have participated in the all-out effort to lay before the committee 
the progress in remedying subsidence that has been possible today. 
They have consistently made manful efforts to create and maintain 
this Navy yard as one of the most efficient of all Navy yards. To 
now discourage them, and discourage the people of the area who have 
so devoted themselves to the correction of this difficult problem would 
be a shock to the entire group. 

What remains to be done ahead will and can be done most swiftly 
and most effectively by and with the encouragement of Congress 
through granting the appropriation. It will permit the yard’s work 
to be carried on with greater efficiency and greater safety. It will 
grant the yard’s workmen the inspiration to continue their outstand- 
ing records. It will give the local community and the State of Cali- 
fornia reason to continue those tremendous eiforts they carry on. 

The rest of my testimony consists of pertinent matters for the 
record set out in outline form for easy reference. 


I. LeGrsLATion 


A. A comprehensive subsidence control law was enacted by the California 
Legislature during the special session called for that purpose by Gov. Good- 
win J. Knight. The act, signed by the Governor on April 16, 1958, will become 
effective July 24, 1958. 

1. The act goes beyond the usual oil-conservation measure and is, in fact, 
a subsidence-contro! bill. 

2. It places full weight of State authority and responsibility behind program 
to stop subsidence. Administered by State oil and gas supervisor with his 
technical staff available for program. Provides for special tax levy on oil 
production in subsidence area to finance State oil and gas supervisor’s expense 
of administration. 

3. The act insures, through the State oil and gas supervisor, that repressuring 
plans will be adopted on a comprehensive basis and that field operations will 
be in conformity with soundly engineered repressuring plans. 

4. Voluntary agreements in accord with an engineering plan are encour- 
aged by— 

(a) Releasing from damage liability as a result of repressuring opera- 
tions : 

(b) Providing the power of eminent domain to complete voluntary unit 
agreements ; 

(c) Permitting the use of city and State tideland oil revenues to finance 
repressuring installations within a unit ; 

(d) Providing authority for the State oil and gas supervisor to approve 
voluntary unitization or cooperative agreements that conform with the 
overall plan. 

5. The act provides for compulsory wunitization orders, if necessary, with 
the approval of the working interest owners owning 65 percent of the produc- 
tion in the unit (consent of royalty interests not required). 

(a) The act generally conforms with legislation in other States where unitiza- 
tion has proven successful, such as in the State of Oklahoma where 63 percent 
of both working interests and royalty interests is required, and in the State 
of Arkansas where 75 percent of working interests and royalty interests is 
required. 

(b) The theory of the act, in determining the equities by agreement, bolsters 
the constitutionality of compulsory action and attracts the active participation 
of the petroleum industry. 
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(c) The following table shows operators whose assent is required in order 
to use compulsory unitization authority in each of the six fault-block areas of 
the Wilmington field. It is noted that the city alone has controlling percentage 
in two fault blocks (V and VI). A formal agreement has already been executed 
by the city and the two major operators required (Union Pacific and General 
Petroleum) to use compulsory provisions of legislation, if necessary, in fault 
blocks II and III (area underlying shipyard). 


1957 oil production by fault block area 








Company yi IIandml} Iv | v VI 
| 
City of Long Beach contractors: | Percent | Percent | Percent | Percent | Percent 
Long Beach Oil Development Co.---- 0.9 | 14.9 40.4 77.0 | 5.8 
Dest sto bis tt 5 i = Bd | | 14.4 77.1 
NS ONS EE ae ‘ 31.0 53.0 23. 4 | 7 
General Petroleum --__- : 8.3 3.3 | 9.9 | 1.5 
Miscellaneous !_- hie i | a . . er 
Union Pacifice-General Petroleum unit_ 24.1 | : x 
Hancock oil_......_.-- ; . i ht ot cee 10. 4 ‘ pads 
Atpeneee Ol. ..........- te aot. 26. 1 
SE a a Kanak 76.7 95.3 | 84. 1 92.9 | 82.9 
Other producers. ; ye 23.3 4.7 15.9 7.07 17.1 
Grand total. --_-- oiiiide Rieti aaa 100. 0 100.0 | 100. 0 100. 0 100. 0 
1 Miscellaneous includes the following: 
Barrett & Bishe----_. ie ON a 1.0 
Bishop Oil Co-_- ; - . 1.2 
Christiana Oil Corp. ---- 5 - : me) 
(tte 00 Corp. ............... : 2 ; ; 1.0 
RS a ee we ; 1.6 
OO" i fee es ae .6 
Morton & Dolley Sane ; , Je hee : 7 .. 31 
7 So Ee ee eee re ‘ ‘ a - 1.0 
,, aoe lead aie pe dee ne ae ; aw ee 


6. The act represents the agreement by major oil operators in the Wilmington 
Field who have accepted the responsibility of actively working with the city in 
solving the subsidence problem. Defects, if any, in the act may be cured by 
future amendments by the State legislature. 

B. The amendment to the city charter voted by the citizens of Long Beach on 
March 4, 1958, and approved by the State Legislature of California shortly there- 
after gave the city legal authority to enter into repressuring unitization agree- 
ments to arrest or ameliorate subsidence. 

C. The State’s limitation on the term of tideland oil leases and contracts was 
removed by an enactment by the California Legislature at its 1958 special session 
so as to permit unitization agreements for the productive life of the oilfield. 

D. Legal authority has been granted to the city to utilize available public funds 
to finance antisubsidence repressuring operations on both public and private lands 
within a unit. 

B. A ban on offshore drilling operations voted by the citizens’ initiative meas- 
ure in 1956 insures against further oilfield development until subsidence is 
controlled. 


II. CrasnH FIELDWIDE ENGINEERING ProGRAM UNDERWAY 


A. Two petroleum engineering consulting firms with worldwide reputations, 
DeGolyer & MacNaughton and Core Laboratories, Inc., employed September 
1957, working on a crash basis. 

B. City’s consultants and harbor department petroleum engineers working on 
following three-point program designed to restore pressures and arrest subsidence: 

1. Assembling of basic engineering data—substantially completed. 

2. Geological and engineering studies to determine boundaries for possible areas 
of unitized operations. 

38. Detailed reservoir engineering studies and design of pressure restoration 
programs through water injection. 

C. Major oil producers participating and supplying personnel in cooperative 
engineering program. 

D. Engineering committees formed for three possible units : 
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1. Fault blocks II and IIT. 

2. Fault block IV. 

3. Fault block V. 

BH. Engineering plans, together with the economic study, on following time 


schedule: 


Waukt ewes: 81 Ts 0m BF ois addicting nteiatindmaenan July 1, 1958 
ERG DOGS V BIG) Wks din enn ncctcisoennnn ncn Aug. 1, 1958 
RII a is acess Ubapan ted eie ieaanimaale Sept. 15, 1958 
NN I i iaseiin Gorin cs tcessnen sseencinine cll il aR cca Oct. 1, 1958 


III. REPRESSURING PROGRAM 


A. City going ahead with expansion of present waterfloods, pending completion 
of fieldwide engineering work, and unitization. 
B. Status of present waterfloods : 














| | Current 
Company Fault Zone Date flood com- rate 

| block | menced (barrels 

| per day) 
| rT ‘inn —_ aa a sas 
Union Pacific RR. Co ieia wana \- ET i iccih domed | December 1954_- 10, 000 
Continental Production Co- a VI Ranger eat August 1956... 6, 500 
Long Beach Oil Development. Co (city) _- | V-B Upper terminal. o May 1953 7 20, 000 
Union Pacific-General Petroleum - - -- _....| II-A_ | Lower terminal_..| March 1958- 4, 000 
Union Pacific RR. Co--.-........-.-..- Jonwcl SP ie canes .------| December 1956--| 6, 200 
ene OE CORD. CO a a kek cedisivesccunsl VI Pa areaio® abc -| April 1956... -| 3, 000 

| } 


Total a v2.83 1S bbe debe Poth $160 eo ops Se we el eet 49, 700 


Above floods show resulting increases in underground Faeyr Report of 
Frank J. Hardesty, chief petroleum engineer, dated May 8, 1958, attached. 
C. Status of present gas injection program : 


| 


| 
od Current 
| 
| rate 
Company |Fault} Zone Date (thou- 
| block} commenced | sand 
| cubic feet 
| per day) 
Long Beach Oil Development | V-B | Upper terminal, JY sands-_. May 1953... -.- 1,118 
Co. (city). | | 
Do. ..| V-B | Upper terminal, KZWA sands do... | 1, 898 
Do ; V-B | Lower terminal AA through AD do.... 2, 996 
| sands, 
Richfield Oil Corp. (city) -- | VI | Upper terminal, HX and KZWA | October 1953 2, 434 
sands. |——___——— 
"TOCAL. wa 5 pwwidienk ddssdeactal dabtncibael 8, 446 


D. Following expansions of present water floods underway : 

1. Long Beach Oil Development Co. water floods being increased from present 
20,000 barrels per day in fault block V—B, to 180,000 barrels per day in Ranger and 
Tar III; Tar, upper and lower terminal IV, and upper and lower terminal V-—B 

(a) Twenty-five water injection wells being constructed at cost of $4 million, 
and completion date set for December 1959. 

2. Richfield Oil Corp. water flood in fault block VI being increased from 3,000 to 
17,000 barrels per day. 

(a) Completion date: June 1958. (Installation now in process. ) 

BH. Following expansions of present water floods programed : 

1. $234 million “crash” unitization and repressurization program in fault 
blocks II and III ($9,290,000 for installations, and $14,210,000 for operating 
costs), providing for : 

(a) Increasing daily water injection from 22,000 to 389,000 barrels. 

(b) Five-year program to inject total of 710 million barrels of water from 96 
water injection wells. 

(c) Drilling and installation work to begin January 1, 1959. 

(d@) Program approved in Memorandum of Intent to Unitize and Repressure 
Fault Blocks II and III, executed June 4, 1958. 
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(e) Participants are city of Long Beach, Long Beach Oil Development Co., 
Union Pacific Railroad Co., General Petroleum Corp., and Southern California 
Edison Co. 

F. Current water injections, plus water flood expansions underway and pro- 
gramed : 591,000 barrels per day. 

G. Estimated quantity of water needed to restore original pressure in 8 
years : 1 million barrels per day. 


IV. UNITIZATION 


A. Definition: The equitable pooling of all interests in a field area. Most 
effective way to repressure the Wilmington field and stop subsidence. 

B. Unit operator—one of the operating companies, or unit manager employed 
by companies, who would report to a unit committee. 

C. Operating whole reservoir more efficient than operating individual proper- 
ties. 

1. Economical production minimum on individual well possibly 5 barrels per 
day ; on unit operation possibly 3 barrels per day. 

2. Fewer wells operated under a unit saving equipment and labor costs. 

3. Valuable natural resource—oil—conserved from wasteful production. 

D. Data released by 83 operators on approximately 2,300 wells for study of 
Wilmington field unitization by city’s consultants. 

1. Included: production data, pressures, well history, core analysis, directional 
surveys, and electric logs. 

E. Joint legal committee working since October 1957 on model unit agreements. 
Final drafts near completion. 

F. Preliminary report for fault blocks II and III completed, setting forth plan 
of operation for upper zones with cost estimate. 

G. Letters from 10 largest oil producers stating their willingness to work with 
city in repressuring the Wilmington field. 

1. Approximately 85 percent of total fleld production represented. 

H. Memorandum of intent to unitize and repressure fault blocks IT and III 
unanimously approved in principle by board of harbor commissioners on May 26, 
1958, and by city council May 27, 195s. 

1. Participants are city of Long Beach, Long Beach Oil Development Co., 
Union Pacific Railroad Co., General Petroleum Corp., and Southern California 
Edison Co. 


V. Crty AND STATE UNITED IN SUBSIDENCE ATTACK 


A. Subsidence advisory committee organized in June 1957 consistinig of the 
mayor, the city manager, the chairman of the city council’s legislative commit- 
tee, one harbor department commissioner, the chairman of the Long Beach 
Chamber of Commerce subsidence committee, and the president of the Long 
Beach Naval Shipyard Employees Association. 

1. Eighty-six meetings held to date. 

2. Review and make recommendations on legislative and engineering aspects 
of the subsidence control program. 

3. Influential in development of the city’s subsidence legislation, the em- 
ployment of engineering consultants, and awakening community interest in the 
seriousness of the subsidence problem. 

B. Editorial support received from metropolitan press throughout State of 
California. 

©. Charter amendment voted March 4, 1958, to permit city to enter into unit 
agreements for the productive life of the Wilmington field, passed 15 to 1. 

D. State legislature passed Long Beach’s subsidence legislation with only 3 
“no” votes (assembly vote 73-2, senate vote 31-1). 

BH. A petition was signed by 45,500 citizens requesting Governor Knight to 
eall a special session of the legislature to consider Long Beach’s subsidence 
legislation. 

F. Subsidence control administration established to coordinate the city’s sub- 
sidence program, and to insure regular bulletins to Federal, State, and city 
officials, and civic leaders on status of program. 
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LONG BEACH NAVAL SHIPYARD DATA 


I. Total of 11 naval shipyards: 

A. East coast, 6. 

B. West coast, 4. 

C. Hawaii, 1. 

II. Long Beach Naval Shipyard: 

A. $170 million facility. 

B. Newest yard in United States, with major portion built in 1940-48. 

©. Modern, well planned, designed for maximum efficiency. 

D. Irreplaceable facilities include: 

1. Morreel drydock, nearly 4 blocks long, one of the Navy’s largest. 

2. Skyscraper crane YD-171, 374 feet high, will lift 385 tons. 

3. Four and one-half piers within yard proper; 3 on mole, making a total of 
8,107 lineal feet of pier space. 

4. Two graving docks. 

5. Four and one-half miles of asphalt streets, 13% miles of standard gage 
railroad tracks, and 107 buildings. 

FE. Personnel. 

1. High population support area: Los Angeles, harbor area, Orange County. 

2. Efficiency of personnel attested by consistently high rating in shipyard 
indexes: productive ratio, cost per man-hour, safety, absenteeism, sick leave rate. 

3. Large pool of skilled manpower available: skilled electricians, electronics 
specialists, riggers, shipfitters, machinists, welders. 

III. Locational advantages of Long Beach: 

A. Safety factors: 

1. Quick and clear access to sea (versus San Francisco, Mare Island, and 
Bremerton, the other three west coast naval shipyards). 

2. Deep channel : 45 feet minimum depth. 

3. Protection of breakwater against submarines. 

4. Choice of three exits from harbor to open sea. 

5. Nearness of 100 fathom line—a protection against mining. 

6. Farthest shipyard from Russian missile sites. 

B. Closest yard to Panama Canal. 

©. Nearest yard is 500 miles away—San Francisco. 

D. Large mooring space—in 1956 fleet review 120 ships were in outer harbor. 

B. Proximity of other military installations: 

1. Fuel depot, San Pedro: $15 million facility supplying fuel to ships. 

2. Naval ammunition and net depot, Seal Beach: $50 million facility giving 
ballistic support to fleet; 1 of 2, stockpiling and service centers in United States 
for missiles. 

3. Naval Air Station, Los Alamitos : Reserve base and training facility. 

4. Fort MacArthur, San Pedro: Army training and receiving base. 

5. 11th Naval District Headquarters, San Diego, with air station, training 
center, public works district office, and all supporting facilities. 

6. Camp Pendleton, Oceanside: One of the largest marine bases in United 
States. 

7. Naval Ordnance Test Station, Pasadena and China Lake. 

8. Marine base, Barstow, and supporting naval facility. 

9. Naval Construction Battalion Base, Port Hueneme. 

10. Point Mugu: 1 of 2 missile tracking centers in the United States. 

F, Climatic advantages. 

1. 31-year record (1921-57) : 167 clear days, 107 partly cloudy, 91 cloudy ; mean 
temperature 62.4°; average annual rainfall 12.36 inches; minimum fog, and 
shore-based radar installations; maximum workdays permitting more outside 
work, as opposed to other yards where rain and cold impede work, especially 
with plastic paints. 

G. Modern port adjacent to shipyard, valued at $61 million, excluding oil 
and land. 

H. Proximity to private shipyards: Todd Shipyards, Bethlehem Steel Ship- 
building division, Craig Shipbuilding, Wilmington Boat Works, Fellow & 
Stewart. 

I. Los Angeles-Long Beach, the third largest industrial area in United States 
an important support to the naval shipyard facility. 

J. Center of construction activity. 
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K. Plastics industry center—LCVP’s being made of plastic, and plastic being 
used for deck coverings as on wood-hulled minesweepers. Whether an important 
factor in location of plastics industry, as much work done outside. 

L. Southern California one of main missile centers in United States—airframe 
industry concentrated in area. 

M. Good source of power, oil, and steel: Kaiser Steel plant at Fontana. 

N. One hundred and forty Navy ships and 40,000 uniformed personnel based 
in Long Beach. 

O. Support to nearby industry—machining and fabrication for Douglas Air- 
craft, Consolidated Western Steel, Lockheed Aircraft, due to Navy shipyard 
possessing equipment not available elsewhere in area. 

IV. Importance of naval shipyard to Long Beach economy: 

A. Second largest industrial payroll in area, exceeded only by Douglas 
Aircraft Co. 

B. Annual civilian payroll of $31 million, with 6,500 employees. 

C. Shipyard accounts for approximately one-seventh of area economy. 

D. California one of major areas of unemployment, and Los Angeles County 
harder hit than other counties in southern California. 

E. Decline in aircraft employment primary cause, and, with aircraft and 
shipyard two major employers in Long Beach, any cut in Navy activity would 
bring serious consequences. 





FACILITIES AND SERVICES PROVIDED TO NAVY BY LONG BEACH 


Long Beach Naval Shipyard site: 160 acres on Terminal Island deeded to Navy 
in 1940 by Long Beach for the sum of $1. 

Navy landing: Existing landing being replaced by $5.5 million landing financed 
by city, and designed to Navy desires. It will include a quiet-water landing 550 
feet wide containing approximately 5%, acres of water area, 10 landing floats, 
restaurant and waiting rooms, covered walkways, parking lot for 820 cars. Total 
floor area, 29,900 square feet. 

Armed services YMCA: Present building built in 1936 to be replaced by new 
one containing 56,800 square feet of floor area. Facilities will include social 
room to accommodate 350, stage, dressing rooms, dance floor, 270-bed main dormi- 
tory, coffeeshop, barbershop, canteen, and tailor shop. Cost, $890,000. 

Navy use of Pier E: Leased to Navy for $24,900 per year. Provides deepwater 
berthing for the largest ships afloat (Forrestal class), and is the only yard in 
southern California so equipped. Comprises berths 122, 123, and 124 with 2,020 
lineal foot of improved wharf, 10.65 acres of improved area, 6,400 square feet 
storage building. Total investment by city, $2 million. 

Washington, D. C., naval representation: City budgets $15,000 per year. 

City fireboats (two): Provides fireboat protection to shipyard. Operational 
cost, $200,000 per year. 

Realinement of pontoon bridge: $1 million, including cost of raising and 
rerouting Seaside Boulevard, to provide ready access to shipyard. In addition, 
the operational cost of the bridge, borne by the city, is $100,000 per year. 

Ocean Boulevard Bridge and Ninth Street Bridge: New bridges now under 
construction, necessary to handle the heavy traflic largely due to the shipyard. 
Cost, $19 million. 

Freeway extension: From Ninth Street Bridge to Seaside Boulevard. Cost, 
$3 million. 

Income taxes: Paid by oil companies to Federal Government. Estimated $168 
million to date. 


Estimate of income tares paid on taxable production in Wilmington Field, 
cumulative through December $1, 1957 


ee Dm COEn EPO WONINOTE Tio iss a teri errs eee ns mciineeniel $15, 000, 000 
Peewee «pen Corn (eity Sedee ) aco ee 1, 300, 000 
as hactaa bina acs elias ovals esi em antenna eens Seales 152, 200, 000 
ER Pei il shes Sila pe nade dads eral egal 168, 500, 000 

Method of computation for Long Beach Oil Develoment Co., and 

Richfield : 

Paid to Long Beach Oil Development Co. by city (14.45 per- 

SED or tiese Blas las sa barerieniece ioe weiviaecatioreancnsn A SALI G a Uses 59, 987, 060 


Paid to Richfield by city (5.9 percent) ~-.--_..._._.--_..__--.__ 5, 185, 492 
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Deducting 50 percent to cover city and county property taxes, mining- right taxes, 
State income taxes, attorney fees, office rentals, and so forth, then apply 50 percent 
corporate tax to balance. 








Method of computation for all other : Barrels 
Total cumulative production of oil_._..-_-__._.-------.---.----- 800, 000, 000 
Deduct : pepecnn apn ystems 

Long Beach Oil Development Co.-....... 2.2 noes cesses 196, 407, 27% 
Na dees ns oesn'er Stier td eae enaannmsiaae 87, 300, 531 
233, 707, 758 

Wot os th eo celeste coon cei Aeamcpehcenibadenp need 566, 292, 242 


Average value of 1 barrel of oil is $2.11. Multiplying this times 566 million 
barrels gives $1,194,260,000 as total value of oil produced for all other producers. 
Deductions follow : : 


EE CUR ass dio ctuonniens techie dae anda ninco $1, 194, 260, 000 
Deduct : 
271.-percent depletion allowance____--_-------------~--~--- 828, 421, 500 
36 percent of $1,194,260,000 for production and operating 
OI aati ca cacvstoy ostaceigtvecbewhen tse aro tained aeaats then gimaeaginataey 358, 278, 000 
Estimated amount subject to tax__---_____-----_-----_-- 507, 560, 500 
$507,560,500 X30 percent (estimated average tax rate) _._____-__ 152, 268, 160 


The Cuatrrman. Thank you, Mr. Congressman. 

Mr. Hosmer. Thank you, Mr. C hairman. 

The Cuamman. Now, members of the committee, to refresh your 
mind, let me give this fact. The estimated cost of the Long Beach 
Naval Shipyard to date has been $65 million. Now, we have spent 
$65 million there. The shipyard has sunk 17 feet at 1 point since 
1945, and at the rate of about 6 inchesa yea 

Now, approximately 2 billion barrels of oil has been drawn out from 
under the Navy shipyard. 

Now bear in mind that they slant the wells under the shipyard. 
They take out today around 100,000 barrels of oil. 

Now, last year we appointed Mr. Doyle and others to go out and 
look over this situation. As a result of the interest we began to take 
in this matter, they passed some law in California requiring the opera- 
tors to try to reduce the subsidence by pumping water back into the 
field. However, there is some limitation on the statute. 

Now, Mr. Kelleher, will you tell the committee what those limita- 
tions are ? 

Mr. Kettener. Yes. 

The Cuarrman. The law passed is not as clear and mandatory as 
we were hoping it would be, and they put some limitation. We want 
to see now if these limitations are such that it never will be accom- 
plished. 

Mr. Ketirner. There are three of them, Mr. Chairman. First, 
the producers entitled to at least 65 percent of the proceeds of the 
oil or gas production of the pool in question must have assented to the 
unitization plan. 

Second, that the supervisor find that compulsory repressuring will 
not— 


substantially reduce the maximum economic quantity of oil or gas ultimately 
recoverable from the unit area as a whole under proven and proper operations. 
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Third, that the supervisor finds that the— 


estimated cost of initiating and carrying out such repressuring operations within 
the unit area as a whole, including both capital and operating costs, will not 
exceed the estimated value of the increased production therefrom. 


Mr. Hosmer. May I— 

The Cuatrman. Members, those are the limitations that are in the 
statute. 

Mr. Brooxs. Well, Mr. Chairman, those are the normal conservation 
limitations on repressurization ; aren’t they, Mr. Congressman ? 

Mr. Hosmer. That is the same as the Oklahoma law and many other 
laws. It is language that almost has to be in there in order to—— 

Mr. Brooks. It is similar to Louisiana and Texas, too. 

Mr. Hosmer. In order to handle the constitutionality question. 

Mr. Brooks. Yes. 

Mr. Hosmer. Now, in considering these factors, one part of the law 
was not mentioned, and that permits the public bodies—the city of 
Long Beach and the State of California, which they are willing and 
very anxious to do—to put up the money to do this job. And that 
amount of money that they put up thereby reduces the requirement as 
to economic return, and so forth. 

The CHarrMan. State that over again. The city of Long Beach is 
willing to do what ? 

Mr. Hosmer. They are willing—and they got this law so written that 
they could advance all the financing necessary to put in a repressuriza- 
tion plan, and that the private operators then—and only after sec- 
ondary recovery is obtained—would have to share in that cost. So, it is 
practically automatic. 

And, in connection with the amount of percentages of people re- 
quired to agree, there are 6 fault blocks out there, and already in 5 of 
them we have more percentage of the operators agreeable to these plans 
than is required by the law. As a matter of fact, those figures were 
put in the law with that in mind, so that there would be plenty of room. 

The sixth fault block is in the area of Wilmington, where there is 
a bunch of townlots, and they just haven’t been able to get that amount 
of people, physically, together yet. But it is not an important area to 
this problem of ours, pinpointed to the shipyard. 

The Cuaimman. Now, is it being used for the purpose of repressuring 
the whole area, or is it just around the area of the Navy shipyard? Is 
Signal Hill involved in it? 

Mr. Hosmer. The law covers the whole field. 

The CuarrMan. All right. 

Mr. Hosmer. The immediate attack has been made at the fault blocks 
which underlie the shipyard, because, as first things are, they should 
come first. The amount of engineering and geology that has to be done 
in order to create a feasible, effective repressurization plan is large. 
So, they concentrate on this area of particular necessity first. 

The Cuarrman. Now, members of the committee, this is a very im- 
portant item, because they are asking for $6 million. 

The House meets at 12 o’clock on the reciprocal trade, and the witness 
is here from Long Beach. So, I regret to say that I think we had 
better put it off until in the morning, and start off in the morning, 
because we will have to go to the floor any minute to answer the roll- 
calls on the reciprocal-trade debate. 
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So, I am sorry that the witness will have to be requested to stay 
over. I understand the mayor is here, and others are here. So, we 
will take a recess until tomorrow morning at 10 o’clock. And all 
witnesses in connection with other phases of the bill please be back, 
because we are anxious to get this bill marked up. 

Mr. Becker. Mr. Chairman, before you adjourn. 

The Cuarrman. Let the committee be in order. 

Mr. Brecker. Is the House meeting tomorrow morning at 11 o’clock? 

The Cuatrman. I think it does. 

Mr. Smart. We had better meet at 9, then. 

The Cuatrman. Then we will meet at 9 o’clock in the morning. 

The committee will take a recess until 9 o’clock in the morning. I 
hope you will all be here. 

(Whereupon, at 11: 50 a. m., the committee adjourned, to reconvene 
at 9a.m., Wednesday, June 11, 1958.) 


Hous or REPRESENTATIVES, 
CoMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, 
Washington, D. C., Wednesday, Jume 11, 1958. 

The committee met at 9 a. m., Hon. Carl Vinson, chairman of the 
committee, presiding. 

The Cuatrman. Let the committee come to order. 

Now, members of the committee, as the House convenes this morning 
at 10 o’clock, we can only have a session for 1 hour. 

When we recessed yesterday afternoon, the distinguished Repre- 
sentative from the Long Beach district was testifying. 

Now, have you, Mr. Congressman, finished your statement ? 

Mr. Hosmer. If I may, sir, I would like to correct 2 or 3 things that 
occurred yesterday during my testimony. 

I stated that there wasn’t enough owners as yet in fault block I 
agreeable to repressurization to carry out the law. I was in error. 

The Cuatrman. I didn’t catch that. 

Mr. Hosmer. I stated that, out of the 6 fault blocks, owners in 5 of 
them were sufficient in numbers to implement the California law and 
repressure, and that on the sixth one it wasn’t so. Actually, I made 
anerror. Within the last couple of days there are sufficient owners in 
the remaining fault block I also agreeable to these plans. So, there 
is not a question as to repressurization in any of the fault blocks. 

The CnarrMan. Let me get this. When did the law pass? 

Mr. Hosmer. The law passed—it was signed April 24 of this year. 

The Cuatrman. Of 1958? 

Mr. Hosmer. At a special session. 

The CuarrMan. Of 1958? 

Mr. Hosmer. It goes into effect July 24, 90 days after it was signed 
by the Governor. 

The Cuatrman. It hasn’t gone into effect until the 90 days after 
April? ae 7 

Mr. Hosmer. No, sir. Even in anticipation of that, all this tre- 
mendous amount of work has been carried on, in order to have these 
agreements well along at the time the law goes into effect. 

~The Crarrman. Now, have they signed up, or just merely made a 
statement that they would participate ¢ 








7646 


Mr. Hosmer. They have indicated and signed a written intention. 
And the reason that the agreement itself is not signed is because of the 
fact that the geology beneath this area is tremendously complicated. 

The plan that is actually signed must be based on an engineering 
job on that geology. The city tells me that by the Ist of July all of 
this data will have been gathered and put in one place. It is neces- 
sary to draw up the plan, : and that the plan, as soon as it can be engi- 
neeringly drafted and legally drafted, after that time, should be rez vdy 
for final’ signature. 

The Cuamrman. Then do I understand that the law is merely per- 
missive, but not mandatory ? 

Mr. Hosmer. The law has both permissive and mandatory features, 
the reason being that it was felt, as a practical matter, that, if these 
oil operators could be induced to agree to a voluntary repressurization 
plan, it would be much more quickly put into effect than a compulsory 
plan. I think this intention and the work that is going on—— 

The Cuarrman. All right; let’s assume they do not agree. Then 
does the law give to anyone the authority, the right, to force them to 
repressure the wells # 

Mr. Hosmer. The State oil and gas commissioner can issue a com- 
pulsory order to repressurize either the entire field or any portion 
of it. 

The Cuairman. That is based upon the fact that it does not reduce 

taking out certain quantities of oil 

Mr. Hosmer. As Mr. Brooks explained yesterday, that is language 
that had to be in in order to protect the constitution: ality of the law. 
It is standard language that is in these repressurization laws in Okla- 
homa and in other States that have passed them. 

The Cuarrman. Now, any further statement you desire to make ¢ 

Mr. Hosmer. I would like to correct, also, another couple of things 
that occurred in yesterday’s record. 

I think, Mr. Chairman, I stated that some 2 billion barrels of oil 
had been taken from this field. The actual figure is 800 million 
barrels for the whole field and 30 million barrels extracted from the 
area of the shipyard. 

At the present moment the production of the entire field amounts 
to some 82,000 barrels a day, and the production in the area of the 
shipyard amounts to only some—plus or minus—2,800 barrels a day. 

The CuarrmMan. Let me get this clear. Now, when the Govern- 
ment acquired the land upon which the shipyard is erected, and 
particularly that in which the drydock is constructed, was the min- 
eral rights retained by the sellers to the Government ? 

Mr. Hosmer. Yes. The land was acquired by a friendly condem- 
nation suit, in which there was an agreed’ judgment. The Govern- 
ment paid $1 for the property. 

The CuarrmMan. But did not—— 

Mr. Hosmer. The mineral rights were retained by the city. 

As you recall, at that time, the tidelands and all of those things 
had not come into issue, and the Government had no interest in any- 
thing but the surface. 

The Cuamman. Then the city retained its mineral rights under 
this land which is in the navy yard today ? 

Mr. Hosmer. Yes, sir. 
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The Caatrman. Now, has any suit been brought with reference to 
damages to the Navy property on account of taking of oil out? 

Mr. Hosmer. It is my understanding that the ‘Navy Department 
and the Justice Department are w orking together and they do con- 
template some kind of action, although I don’t know the details of 
it, and I presume they would be able to furnish them to you, sir. 

Mr. Ketitener. Mr. Chairman. 

The Crarrman. Yes. 

Mr. Keitener. With respect to the ownership of the oil under the 
shipyard, Congressman Hosmer may be entirely correct, but it has 
been my understanding that there is some doubt still existing as to 
who owns the oil. 

At one stage of the proceedings, when the land was being asquired, 
there was an agreement which placed the oil in a very peculiar po- 
sition. The United States did not say that it owned it, but on the 
other hand, did not concede that the city owned it. 

If that has been changed since that time, Iam unaware of it. 

The CuairmMan. How many years has the shipyard been there ? 

Mr. Hosmer. Been there since roughly 1941, sir. 

Mr. Ketiener. 1948 is the official date. 

Mr. Hosmer. Date of opening. 

Mr. Kevvener. Yes. 

The Cuarrman. And from that time on, the oil is being pumped 
out under the shipyard, and no effort has been made on the part of 
the Government by bringing in any suits to test the validity of with- 
drawal of the oil ¢ 

Mr. Ketiever. It has been thought about before, but never came 
to suit. 

Mr. Hosmer. May I say, sir, that only in the past 5 to 6 years has 
this phenomenon of subsidence been actually noticed in a serious way 
and been a problem in relation to the extraction of oil. 

It was assumed for a number of years, because it was of a small 
amount, to be a rather natural occurrence. It wasn’t until this knowl- 
edge gradually was acquired and developed and analyzed that it be- 
came related to the extraction of oil. 

The CHarrman. Thank you very much. 

Mr. Doyle, have you any questions to ask the witness ? 

Mr. Doytx. No, I haven’t, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHarman. All right. Thank you very much, Congressman. 

Mr. Hosmer. Thank you. I would like at the appropriate time 
to insert in the record a letter from Senators Knowland and Kuchel. 

The CuatrMan. Without objection, the letter will be included in 
the record.) 

It is a pleasure to have had the benefit of your observation this 
morning. 

(The etter referred to follows :) 

UNITED STATES SENATE, 
COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS, 
June 13, 1958. 


Hon. CARL VINSON, 
House Armed Services Committee, Washington, D.C. 

DEAR Mr. CHAIRMAN: There is now pending before your committee, H. R. 
12360, the Department of Defense military construction authorization bill for 
fiscal 1959. One of its items provides $500,000 for the naval shipyard at Long 
Beach, Calif. Itis to this item we wish to address ourselves. 


20066—58—No. 86-40 
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The naval shipyard at Long Beach, Calif., represents a Federal investment 
of approximately $175 million. The number of civilians employed in this large 
Federal naval facility is in the neighborhood of 7,000. The value of this large, 
well-located facility is extremely important in our scheme of national defense. 

The last few years has seen the occurrence of a mass subsidence of property, 
believed by experts to be caused by removal of oil from the area below this naval 
facility and surrounding area. The subsidence in turn has caused the Depart- 
ment of the Navy to expend a great deal of money in providing remedial pro- 
tective works for this establishment. The record indicates that for a number of 
years very little positive action was taken by either the State or the city of Long 
Beach to correct the situation. The 85th Congress recognized the problem 
during the 1st session. At that time the Department of the Navy requested an 
authorization in the sum of $4,660,000 for subsidence remedial work at the Long 
Beach Naval Shipyard. This amount was reduced by Congress to $1,500,000 for 
protective measures only, pending evidence that the local and State authorities 
of California had taken positive action to correct the subsidence problem. 

It is our information that it is the position of the Navy Department that 
$5,500,000 can be readily utilized in fiscal 1959 for subsidence remedial work at 
the Long Beach Naval Shipyard. This amount was not requested at the time 
the Department of Defense prepared H. R. 12360 because the Navy had not 
received the evidence that such positive steps were being taken to meet the 
subsidence problem. Consequently, the budget request was limited to $500,000. 

We are now in possession of information supplied by the city of Long Beach 
which we believe is susceptible to complete corroboration by responsible officials 
of the State government of California and of the city of Long Beach, that positive 
steps are being taken and have been taken to correct the subsidence problem. 
These are: - 

1. The California Legislature adopted in April 1958, a comprehensive subsidence 
control program for the city of Loug Beach. This legislation was approved on 
April 16, 1958, by the Guvernor of California. Briefly stated, it places the full 
weight of State authority and technical staff behind the city of Long Beach in 
its work to solve the subsidence problem. It insures, through the State oil and 
gus supervisor, that repressuring plans will be adopted on a comprehensive basis, 
and that operations in the field will be in conformance with a soundly engineered 
repressuring plan. Encouragement is given to prompt execution of voluntary 
programs in accord with the engineering plan, by providing release from damage 
liability as a result of floods, and providing the city with the power of eminent 
domain to complete voluntary unit agreement. There is also provision for com- 
pulsory unitization and repressuring orders. To expedite operations, the legisla- 
tion allows the use of city and State tidelands oil funds to finance repressuring in- 
stallations on both city and private properties. 

2. The State legislature approved a companion measure to the comprehensive 
subsidence control bill which removes a State limitation of 35 years in the case 
of a city entering a unitization program to protect oil and gas from unreasonable 
waste, and to arrest subsidence. The legislature also rectified a city charter 
amendment voted by the people of Long Beach on March 4, 1958, which removes 
a 25-year city limitation and permits the city to enter into unitization agreements 
for the production life of the Wilmington field. These measures, along with the 
subsidence control bill, effectively remove the legal barriers to subsidence control 
measures. 

3. At an election February 8, 1956, the citizens of Long Beach approved an 
initiative ordinance to prohibit drilling operations offshore, and in the area east 
of the Los Angeles River and north to Willow Street. There will be no further 
extension of the oil development in the oil field until the subsidence problem is 
fully resolved. As a matter of fact, the ordinance, known as proposition D, re- 
quires a vote of the people before this area can be developed. 

4. The city of Long Beach is going ahead with expansion of present water floods, 
pending completion of fieldwide engineering work, and unitization. The city has 
recently amended contracts with Long Beach Oil Development Co. to increase 
injection on tidelands from 20,000 to 180,000 barrels of water per day and with 
Richfield Oil Co. to increase injection from 3,000 to 15,000 barrels of water per day. 
Additional amendments to the Long Beach Oil Development Co. contract are 
being processed, covering a further expansion of their water flood, and into 
more zones. 

5. The major oil producers are participating in and supplying personnel in 
the cooperative engineering program. Emphasis has been placed in those areas 
of the field known as fault blocks II, III, and IV, which underlie the United 
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States naval base and shipyard, and surrounding area, and includes the area of 
maximum subsidence. The operation plan for fault blocks II and III has been 
released in preliminary form, and is being further perfected. An engineering 
committee for fault bock IV is gathering and processing basic data which will be 
evaluated prior to calculations on water injection rates, and is plotting locations 
of water injection wells. 

6. As further evidences of the cooperation of the oil operators, presented to us 
by the city, 10 of the largest operating companies have filed letters with the city 
of Long Beach, expressing their willingness to work with the city in repressur- 
ing the Wilmington field. These companies including the city’s contractors, 
represent approximately 85 percent of total field production. 

7. A subsidence control administration has been established as a permanent 
staff office. Bulletins are issued regularly by this office in which Federal, State, 
and city officials, and civic leaders are informed of the status of the city’s 
program. 

8. A subsidence advisory committee, comprised of city officials and citizen 
members, was organized in June 1957 to assist in coordinating the city’s sub- 
sidence program. The committee has had an influential role in the development 
of the city’s subsidence legislation, in the employment of engineering consultants, 
in the planning of the engineering program, and especially in the awakening of 
community interest in the seriousness of the subsidence problem. 

We hope your committee is satisfied that sufficient positive steps have been 
taken and will continue to be taken to meet the subsidence problem at Long Beach ; 
we further request that your committee obtain testimony from the Department 
of the Navy and such other witnesses as you deem proper, as to the Navy’s views 
on the need for an authorization of $5,500,000 for subsidence remedial work 
in fiscal 1959. If your committee is satisfied that positive steps have been taken 
by the local area and that the Department of the Navy for its protection, requires 
the sum of $5,500,000 for these purposes, we respectfully request that your com- 
mittee give favorable consideration to the increased authorization for the Long 
Beach Naval Shipyard. 

Sincerely yours, 
WiLiiaAM F. KNow.Lanp. 
THoMAS H. KucHEL. 


Now the next witness is the mayor of Long Beach. 

Mr. Doyte. Mr. Chairman, Hon. Raymond C. Kealer. I wish to 
inform the committee that Mr. Kealer is also a very experienced and 
distinguished petroleum engineer in his own right. And with him, 
Mr. Chairman, although you may not call on them, are four supple- 
menting witnesses: John Spence, cg city official; Frank Hardesty, 
chief petroleum engineer, Long Beach Harbor Department; Mr. 
Samuel Roberts, the subsidence coordinator of the city, and Mr. Don 
Sutherland, the president of the Long Beach Shipyard Association, 
ready to answer any questions, if you have them. 

The Cyarrman. All right. You gentlemen come around to the 
table. 

Now, Mr. Mayor, have you a statement to submit to the committee 
with reference to why you should have this authorization of $500,000, 
to be increased to some $5 million or $6 million ? 

Mr. Keviener. Yes, Mr. Chairman, I have. 

Mr. Krauer. First, may I say we are, indeed, privileged 

The CHarrman. Mr. Kelleher, the statement is available to the 
members of the committee ? 

Mr. Ketiener. It is not,sir. There are no more copies. 

The Cuairman. All right. Go ahead now, Mr. Mayor, and make 
your statement. 

Mr. Knatrer. First, it is a privilege to be allowed to speak before 
your honorable body, Mr. Chairman. TI have a prepared statement 
that will take about 6 or 7 minutes to read. 
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The Cuarman. Talk just a little bit louder. 

Mr. Keaurr. I ask your indulgence to read it and then will be happy 
to answer any questions. 

My name is Raymond C. Kealer. I am mayor of the city of Long 
Beach, ¢ Jalif., and I have served on the city council for more than 10 
years. For 7 years I served as chairman of the city council’s harbor, 
industries, and oil committee. By profession I am a petroleum engi- 
neer, registered in the State of California. 

I appreciate the opportunity to discuss the construction authoriza- 
tion and appropriation for the 1958-59 budget that is now under con- 
sideration for the Naval Shipyard, Long Beach. 

The bill to authorize construction at Military Establishments cur- 
rently has provision for only $500,000 for necessary subsidence reme- 
dial construction at the shipyard, although the program recommended 
by the Navy Bureau of Ships will require $5,500,000 in addition to 
the $500,000 in the current request. In making the request for only 
$500,000 instead of $6 million, the Navy quite properly had been guided 
by the policy determination of the House Armed Services Committee 
Jast year. The committee stated in its report: 

The committee believes that the Federal Government should take no further 
action until the local community and those profiting from the extraction of oil 
have given concrete evidence that they are doing all reasonably possible to correct 
the subsidence problem. 

It is my understanding the Navy is in a position to justify a con- 
struction authorization and appropriation in the amount of $6 million 
if your committee is satisfied. We believe, without question, it can 
now be demonstrated that a subsidence control program is being ag- 
gressively pushed by the city, the State, and the oil operators, w vhich 
fully complies with the type of action recommended by your commit- 
tee. I would like to briefly review some of the highlights of the pro- 
gram. 

The first item of importance is the comprehensive subsidence con- 
trol legislation which was enacted at a special session of the 1958 
California State Legislature, and becomes effective July 24,1958. This 
is a bill that goes far beyond the usual oil conservation measure and 
actually aims at subsidence control. It places the full weight of State 
authority and responsibility behind the program to stop - subsidence. 
It insures, through the State oil and gas supervisor who will adminis- 
ter the bill, that repressuring plans will be adopted on a compre- 
hensive basis, and that operations in the field will be in conformance 
with a soundly engineered repressuring plan. Encouragement is given 
to prompt execution of voluntary programs by providing release from 
damage liability as a result of floods, and by providing the city with 
the power of eminent domain to complete voluntary unit agreements. 
There is also provision in the legislation for compulsory unitization 
and repressuring orders, with the approval of 65 percent of production 
in the unit. 

This requirement is in accor dance with proven legislation in other 
States: Arkansas requires 75 percent, and Oklahoma requires 63 per- 
cent. Moreover, it bolsters the constitutionality of compulsory action, 
and attracts the active participation of the petroleum industry. 

The Long Beach-Wilmington field is comprised of six fault blocks 
which produce more or less independently of each other. In this con- 





7651 


nection, I should like to point out that the city alone has the con- 
trolling percentage in the two easterly fault blocks, V and VI. A 
formal agreement has already been executed by the city and the 2 
major operators required to use compulsory provisions of the legis- 
lation, if necessary, in 2 other fault blocks, II and ITI, the area under- 
lying the Long Beach Naval Shipyard. These same producers, with 
the city, control the necessary production in fault block IV, and a 
similar agreement will no doubt be forthcoming there when the engi- 
neering plan for the area is completed. This leaves only fault block 
I, which i is outside the major subsidence e area, and in this fault block 
only one additional operator is needed to obtain the necessary con- 
trolling production. 

Parenthetically, Mr. Chairman, we have a wire from that operator 
in fault block I, stating that they will and are anxious to coonerate 
with us toward unitizing that block also. 

To expedite operations, the legislation provides that city and State 
tidelands oil funds may be used ta finance repressuring installations. 

To make fully effective this legislation, on March 4, 1958, citizens of 
Long Beach voted 15 to 1 to amend the city charter to permit the city 
to enter into unitization agreements to arrest subsidence, and this 
charter amendment was ratified by the State legislature. The legisla- 
ture also enacted a bill which removes the State limitation on the term 
of unitization agreements so that they may be made for the productive 
life of the oilfield. 

In 1956 the citizens of Long Beach voted an initiative measure which 
bans offshore drilling, thus insuring against further oilfield develop- 
ment until subsidence is controlled. 

Next I would like to touch upon development in the engineering 
program. During the past 9 months the city has employ ed two out- 
standing, internation: illy known petroleum engineering consulting 
firms to plan an entire repressuring program, the consensus of the 
experts being that the remedy for pabeslens ‘e is the repressuring of the 
Wilmington oilfield. This work is being diligently pursued on a 

“crash” basis, with emphasis being placed on those areas underlying 
the Long Beach Naval Shipy: ard. Assembly of basic engineering 
data is substantially completed. The city’s consultants, and harbor 
department petroleum engineers are working on geological and en- 
gineering studies to determine boundaries for possible units, and on 
detailed reservoir engineering studies and the design of pressure 
restoration programs through water injection. 

Engineering committees have been formed covering 4 of the 6 fault 
blocks. Engineering plans covering the major subsidence area (fault 
blocks II, III, and LV) will be complet ted July 1, 1958; fault blocks 
V and VI on August 1; and fault block I on September 15. 

A major step in the unitization program is a “Memorandum of 
intent to unitize and repressure fault blocks II and III.” 

And parenthetically, again, Mr. Chairman, we have a copy of that 
memorandum of intent which I will file for the record. 

Participants are the city of Long Beach, Long Beach Oil Develop- 
ment Co., Union Pacific Railroad Cc o., General Petroleum C orp., and 
Southern California Edison Co., five of the largest operators in the 
entire Wilmington field. This memorandum was unanimously ap- 
proved by the city council on May 27, 1958. ‘The agreement provides 
for incerasing water flooding operations in this area, where the naval 








shipyard is located, from 22,000 to 389,000 barrels per day. This will 
be a complete repressuring operation. 

A joint legal committee has been working since October 1957 on 
model unit agreements, and final drafts are near completion. <A pre- 
liminary report for fault blocks IT and ITT has been completed, setting 
forth a plan of operation for the most important zones from a sub- 
sidence standpoint. Data have been released by 83 operators repre- 
senting approximately 2,300 wells. Ten of the largest oil producers in 
the field, representing approximately 85 percent of total production, 
have filed letters with the city, stating their willingness to work with 
the city in repressuring the W ‘ilmington field. 

The city is moving ahead rapidly with the expansion of present 
water floods, pending completion of fieldwide engineering work and 
unitization. The first water flood was initiated in May 19535 and 
flooding has expanded to the present rate of 53,700 RCK per day. 

My statement states, Mr. Chairman, 53,700, but since we have arrived 
in Washington another injection well has gone on and it is now inject- 
ing an additional 1,000 barrels per day to the 53,700 currently going in. 

Further expansions already under way will increase this rate to 

294,000 barrels of water per day by December 1959, and the memo 
randum of intent just- negotiated for fault blocks IT and TTI, and 
referred to earlier, will increase total field injection to 591,000 barrels 
per day. 

They will total 710 million when the program is complete. The 
latter is programed to commence equipment installation by January 
1, 1959. 

When it is realized the total oil withdrawals in the Wilmington 
field are currently 82,000 barrels per day, the effect of this water 
injection program is apparent. 

Finally, I would like to tell you something of the all-out coopera 
tion on the part of the citizens of Long Beach in this subsidence attack. 
Forty-five thousand five hundred citizens signed a petition requesting 
Gov. Goodwin J. Knight to call a special session of the State legisla- 
ture to consider our subsidence-control legislation. State legislators 
passed the Long Beach subsidence-control legislation with only three 
“no” votes. The entire southern California press has given the city 
their editorial support. A subsidence advisory committee comprised 
of city officials and citizen members has worked tirelessly since June 
1957 in coordinating the city’s subsidence program. A subsidence 
control administration has been established as a permanent staff office. 

I believe this offers the most concrete evidence that the city of Long 
Beach, the State of California, and the oil operators are doing all 
reasonably possible to correct the subsidence problem. I hope your 
honorable committee, in its judgment of the case, recommends allow- 
ance of the $6 million necessary for subsidence remedial construction 
at the Naval Shipyard, Long Beach. 

That is my statement, Mr. Chairman. 

In addition, I have three telegrams that came since we were here, 
which is also—it will make clear the position. First, in the legislation 
it provides that the subsidence control administrator is the one who 
will handle the program. 

We have a telegram from him. 
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This is to the mayor, in Washington : 


As State oil and gas supervisor of California, I am charged with administra- 
tion of the Subsidence Act, which becomes law on July 24, 1958. I have made 
plans and funds are available for increased personnel to carry on an active pro- 
gram to fully implement this new law. Preparations toward that end are also 
under way now with existing personnel. It is my purpose to proceed as rapidly 
as possible under the law to achieve the desired end; namely, repressuring of the 
oil and gas wells to ameliorate and arrest subsidence in the Long Beach-Wilming- 
ton area. 

E. H. Musser, 
State Oil and Gas Supervisor. 


Then one of the larger operators in the field that produces from 
under the downtown area of Long Beach. The well sites themselves 
are in the harbor district, but they produce from east of the harbor 
district under slant-drill wells under the city itself. This is from 
that producer. [Reading:] 


I am pleased to advise that we have finally consummated the purchase of all 
of the producing properties of the Continental Production Co. in the Wilmington 
field at Long Beach. As you may have noticed the transaction involved $10 
million in cash for the purchase of 99 wells, and I wish to assure you of our 
intention to immediately take necessary steps for restoring the underground 
pressures, not only for the economic reason of increased recovery of oil but in 
a direct attempt to arrest subsidence in the area under which our leases are 
located, which are primarily beneath the business section of downtown Long 
Beach. To this end we have budgeted $2% million which we feel is fully justi- 
fied in the light of all factors. We believe this immediate work which we propose 
to undertake will be the first and most outstanding example of a practical solu- 
tion to the extremely serious subsidence problems which face the entire harbor 
district and downtown section of the city of Long Beach. We propose to initiate 
massive water flood of our leases which will set the pace for other operators and 
be the first practical arrestment of surface subsidence in your city. Such a 
program should prove a happy combination of hardheaded business management 
and service to the public weal. 

Rosert J. BRADLEY, 
President, Producing Properties. 


The next telegram, which is short, Mr. Chairman, is the one from 
that operator required in fault block 1, which means we now have 
sufficient percentage for all fault blocks. 

This is from the Atlantic Oil Co., to the mayor in Washington. 
[ Reading: | 


Atlantic Oil Co., a substantial operator in fault block I of Wilmington oil field, 
is anxious to work out a sound repressuring plan with other operators in that 
fault block and have studies now underway for that very purpose. You may 
advise proper parties of our position. 

Harrop C. Morton, 
Secretary, Atlantic Oil Co. 

With your permission, Mr. Chairman, this is that memorandum of 
intent, and I would like to file it for the record also. 

The Cuarrman. Without objection, put it in the record. 

Mr. Krarer. Thank you. 

(The memorandum is as follows:) 


MEMORANDUM OF INTENT TO UNITIZE AND REPRESSURE FAULT BLocks II ANp IIT 


The parties to this memorandum are the Board of Harbor Commissioners of 
the city of Long Beach, for and on behalf of the city of Long Beach, and on its 
own behalf in its official capacity (hereinafter called city), Long Beach Oil 
Development Co., a Nevada corporation (hereinafter called L. B. O. D.), which is 
the contractor and operator for the city under a drilling and operating contract 
dated March 15, 1939, as heretofore amended, designated as parcel W, for the 
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development of oil and gas from certain tide and submerged lands granted to and 
held in trust by the city. Union Pacific Railroad Co., a Utah corporation (here- 
inafter called Union Pacific), General Petroleum Corp., a Delaware corporation 
(hereinafter called General Petroleum), and Southern California Edison Co., a 
California corporation (hereinafter called Edison). 

The city, Union Pacific, and General Petroleum produced in 1957 approxi- 
mately 92 percent of the oil produced from fault block II, which lies between the 
Wilmington fault and the Cerritos fault in the Wilmington oilfield, California. 
The city, Union Pacific, and Edison produced in 1957 approximately 97 percent 
of the oil produced from fault block III, which lies between the Cerritos fault 
and the powerline fault in the Wilmington oilfield, California. The lands owned 
by the city in fault blocks II and III lie south of Seaside Boulevard in the city 
of Long Beach, Calif. The Long Beach Naval Shipyard is located south of Seaside 
Boulevard, principally within fault blocks II and III. The properties of Union 
Pacific, General Petroleum, and Edison on fault blocks II and III lie generally 
south of Anaheim Street and north of the properties of the city. Approximately 
28 operators who control the remainder of the oil and gas produced in fault 
blocks II and III operate properties in the so-called town-lot area, which lies 
generally north of Anaheim Street in the city of Los Angeles. Attached is a 
map showing the approximate boundaries of fault blocks II and III at the top 
of the Tar zone in the Wilmington field. 

Since November 1957, the parties to this memorandum have been working with 
each other and with some of the operators in the town-lot area of fault blocks 
II and III on plans for the unitization of those fault blocks and the expansion 
of the various water flooding operations which are presently being conducted 
therein. The engineering work and work of drafting unit agreements for the 
unitization of said fault blocks and the expansion of such water flooding opera- 
tions are well advanced. The parties to this memorandum desire to set forth 
herein their agreement upon certain basic principles relating to said unitization 
and water flooding plans: 

1. The parties propose that a unit be formed consisting of all of the developed 
preperties in fault block II of the Wilmington field and that a separate unit be 
formed consisting of all of the developed properties in fault block III of the 
Wilmington field. It is contemplated that operations in the two units will be 
conducted on a cooperative basis. 

2. A primary purpose of each such unit shall be to initiate repressuring op- 
erations of the oil reservoirs and to continue such operations in the hope that 
subsidence will be arrested or ameliorated. 

3. The parties consider it desirable that the properties controlled by the 
operators in the town-lot areas of fault blocks II and III be included in the 
above-mentioned units at the earliest possible date. Recognizing, however, that 
negotiations for the inclusion of the town-lot areas in said units will cause some 
delay in the formation of the units which would include all productive areas in 
these fault blocks, the parties to this memorandum agree to initially unitize 
their properties in fault blocks II and III and to work diligently for the commit- 
ment of the town-lot areas to such units through voluntary negotiations or under 
the provisions of chapter 73 of the 1958 California Statutes, First Extraordinary 
Session. 

4. The parties to this memorandum hereby create a town-lot area negotiating 
committee, upon which each party shall designate a member. This committee 
or its representatives shall conduct negotiations with the operators in the town- 
lot area for the commitment of their properties to the units in fault blocks II 
and III a the earliest possible date. 

5. Union Pacific shall be the unit operator of all properties in the fault block 
II unit and in the fault block III unit except the properties of the city. L. B. 
O. D. shall be the unit operator of the properties of the city in each of the said 
units so long as it shall be the city’s drilling and operating contractor in said 
properties. 

6. The engineering committee for fault blocks II and III recently completed 
an initial plan and cost analysis for a water injection program in fault blocks 
II and III which will supplement and expand the existing water flooding op- 
erations presently being conducted in said fault blocks. This plan covers the 
four upper and most important producing zones in the field—the Tar, Ranger, 
Upper Terminal, and Lower Terminal zones. It is designd to immediately stop 
further pressure decline and to accomplish restoration of original reservoir 
pressures within a period of 5 years. It is proposed that it be a crash program 
and be carried forward without the usual detailed investigations and pilot op- 
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erations which are necessary to demonstrate the economic feasibility of water 
flooding. However, it is planned so as to be compatible with secondary recovery 
of oil and to minimize risk of possible damage to the oil zones. The plan con- 
templates the injection in fault blocks II and III of a total of 710 million barrels 
of water at a rate of 390,000 barrels per day over a 5-year period. The plan 
provides for the utilization of 12 existing water injection wells, the drilling of 
40 new water injection wells, and the conversion of 44 producing oil wells into 
water injection wells, or a total of 96 water injection wells, 92 of which will be 
located upon the properties of the parties to this memorandum and 4 upon the 
properties in the town-lot area. The estimated total capital cost of providing 
said 96 water injection wells is $5 million, of which Union Pacific has already 
expended approximately $750,000, General Petroleum $30,000, and the city has 
expended or committed itslf for expenditure in the approximate sum of $260,000. 
The cost of water supply wells and equipment and of the injection plant and 
facilities is estimated to be $4,290,000, of which Union Pacific has already ex- 
pended approximately $250,000, and the city has expended or committed itself 
for expenditure in the approximate sum of $65,000. The estimated total in- 
stallation cost of the program is $9,290,000. The total water treating and han- 
dling costs for a water injection program extending over a 5-year period is esti- 
mated to be $14,210,000, making the estimated total installation and operating 
costs of 5-year plan $23,500,000. The parties to this memorandum estimate that 
approximately 90 percent of the water injection program contemplated by the 
said plan can be initiated upon the properties of the parties to this memorandum 
after the unitization of their properties and prior to the inclusion of the town-lot 
areas in the proposed units in fault blocks II and III. The parties to this memo- 
randum approve of the magnitude of this plan, and studies are in progress with 
respect to specific locations of injection wells and related engineering matters. 

7. A substantial portion of the basic engineering work necessary for the deter- 
mination of equities has been completed, and an equity committee has been 
established and is diligently working to complete the determination of percent- 
ages of participation for all tracts in each unit. The equity percentages finally 
adopted by the parties to each unit will govern the allocation to the participating 
parties of the oil and gas produced in each unit and of the expenses incurred 
in the operation of each unit except the initial capital expenditures for installa- 
tion of water injection wells and facilities to be advanced by the city as herein- 
after provided. The unit expenses allocated to the properties of each party to 
the unit other than the city and L. B. O. D. shall be borne by said party. The 
unit expense assigned to the properties of the city shall be borne by the city and 
L. B. O. D. as agreed upon by said parties. 

8. The parties to the memorandum contemplate that the water injection pro- 
gram to be conducted upon unitization will be carried on on a crash basis and the 
initial phases will be carried out at a rate greatly exceeding the rate at which 
water injection operations would ordinarily be carried out for the purpose of the 
secondary recovery of oil. In recognition of this fact the city proposes to advance 
to each unit that portion of the cost of installing water injection wells, water 
supply wells, and water injection plant and equipment which is in excess of the 
initial capital investment which would be required if normal pilot operations 
were conducted and the city agrees to be reimbursed for such costs solely from 
the proceeds of production in excess of normal primary recovery of oil by each 
unit in accordance with agreements which will be entered into by each unit and 
the city. By approving the execution of this memorandum by the city, the City 
Council of the City of Long Beach and the board of harbor commissioners of the 
city of Long Beach have approved in principle of the advancement by the city 
from tideland oil trust funds of this portion of the capital cost of water injection 
facilities to be installed by units which will be formed in fault blocks II and III 
for the purposes herein stated, the funds so advanced to be repaid to the city 
solely from production in excess of the primary recovery of oil by the unit to 
which such funds are advanced in accordance with agreements satisfactory to 
the city. It is recognized that the entry into any unit agreement, and the 
advancement of any such funds by the city must be first approved by the State 
Lands Commission of the State of California. 

9. January 1, 1959, is the target date for the execution and delivery of unit 
agreements and unit operating agreements which will unitize the properties of 
the parties to this memorandum in separate fault block II and fault block III 
units, the completion of agreements between the units and the city for the 
advancement by the city of a portion of the capital installation costs of the water 
injection facilities to be installed by each unit and the actual commencement 
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of the drilling and installation work contemplated by this memorandum. How- 
ever the parties will endeavor to complete the foregoing as much prior to the 
target date as possible. 

10. At the present time, water is being injected in fault blocks II and III at the 
rate of 22,000 barrels per day. The parties intend to proceed with the expansion of 
current water flooding operations on a cooperative basis pending the formation 
of the units. 

11. The parties express their sincere desire to voluntarily engage in the afore- 
mentioned repressuring operations in the hope of arresting or ameliorating sub- 
sidence at the earliest possible date. To that end it is their earnest wish that the 
United States Government and the State of California extend their fullest cooper- 
ation in order to expedite this undertaking. This memorandum shall be subject 
to such provisions as the parties may include in the plan at the request of the 
United States to satisfy it that the plan will adequately protect against sub- 
sidence, and to unforeseen or changed circumstances such as may be occasioned 
by litigation over the title to the properties or subsidence. 

12. By signing this memorandum of intent no party hereto makes any repre- 
sentations or admissions with respect to the cause of or the prevention of 
subsidence or with respect to the question of the responsibility or liability of 
any person or party for subsidence which has occurred or may occur in the 
future in the Wilmington oilfield. 

13. The execution of this memorandum of intent by the city has been ap- 
proved by the board of harbor commissioners and the execution of this memo- 
randum of intent by the other parties hereto is made pursuant to appropriate 
corporate approval. 

Boarp OF TIARBOR COMMISSIONERS OF THI! 
Ciry or LONG BEACH, FOR AND ON BEHALI 
4 OF THE Crry oF LONG BEACH, AND ON ITS 
OWN BEHALF IN ITS OFFICIAL CAPACITY, 

By Cuartes L. VICKERS, 
issistant General Manager. 

Dated June 4, 1958. 

Lone BracH OIL DEVELOPMENT Co., 
Joun W. Hancock, President 
June 3, 1958. 
UNIon Pactric RAILROAD Co., 
By Lee S. Osnorne, Vice President. 
June 3, 1958. 
GENERAL PETROLEUM CORP., 
By P. E. BermMiIncuaM, Director and Counsel. 
June 3, 1958. 
SouTHERN CALIFORNIA EDISON Co., 
By JAMES F. Davenport, Heecutive Vice President. 

June 3, 1958. 

(The map attached to the memorandum is inserted here :) 

Mr. Kerauer. I am glad now to answer any questions that may be 
asked. 

The CuatrMan. Now let me clear this up in my mind, Mr. Mayor. 
Thank you for your statement. Let me clear this up in my mind. 
Who has an interest in the oil that is drawn out from under the land 
occupied by the Navy # 

Mr. Keater. The city of Long Beach. 

The CuarrmMan. The city of Long Beach, and who else / 

Mr. Kater. The city of Long Beach, only, sir—oh, just a moment. 
There is some way up at the west end. 

The CHarrMan. Doesn’t the State of California have a half interest 
in it ? 

Mr. Keater. I may say this: The city has had title, and up until 
about 2 years ago a California Supreme Court decision found that 50 
percent of the proceeds from this oil goes to the State of California. 

The Cuarrman, All right. 
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Then the City of Long Beach and the State of California are the ones 
that participate in the ownership of the oil drawn out from under the 
navy yard? 

Mr. Krarrr. Yes, sir. 

The Cuairman. Of course, now, oil companies are bringing it out. 
They also have an interest in it, too; do they not? 

r. Keater. Well, the Long Beach Oi] Development Co. is operator 
for the city, Mr. Chairman. 

They do not have title to any of the oil. They get a percentage from 
the proceeds after the oil is sold for operating it. 

The Cuarman. Yes. Then the municipality of Long Beach is op- 
erating the withdrawal of the oil from the ground ? 

Mr. Krarer. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Is that correct? 

Mr. Dornan. Does that apply—Mr. Chairman? 

The CuatrmMan. Mr. Durham. 

Mr. Duruam. Does that apply to private property ? 

Mr. Keater. No, sir. The property which we are discussing is prop- 
erty from Seaside Boulevard south. It is on tide and submerged lands, 
which lands were granted to the city by the State of California in 1911. 

The Cuatrman. Instead of permitting some private oil company to 
withdraw the oil, the city of Long Beach, from your statement, organ- 
ized a corporation, or the city of Long Beach, in its corporate power, 
began to draw the oil out ? 

Mr. Keaver. Mr. Chairman, may I ask our deputy attorney, Mr. 
Spence, to answer that? He is more familiar with that. 

The Cnatrman. All right. 

Mr. Srence. Mr. Chairman, the city of Long Beach did not or- 
ganize the Long Beach Oil Development Co. The Long Beach De- 
velopment Co.— 

The CrarrMan. Can’t hear you, sir. 

Mr. Spence. The Long Beach Oil Development Co. was not organ- 
ized by the city of Long Beach. It isa private corporation. 

The Caiman. Oh, I see. 

Mr. Spence. Organized and owned by seven companies. The major 
companies are the Standard Oil Co., the Hancock Oil Co., and the Sig- 
nal Oil Co. & Gas Co. Then there are four minor owners. But the 
city of Long Beach does not own any part. It had nothing to do with 
the organization of the Long Beach Oil Development Co. — 

The Cuarrman. I see. Just merely carries the name Long Beach? 

Mr. Srence. It is Long Beach Oil Development Co. 

The Cuatrman. Then it is private corporations that are operating 
the field ? 

Mr. Seence. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. What interest does the municipality of Long Beach 
have? 

Mr. Keauer. The provisions of the contract, Mr. Chairman, are 
as follows: First, the city of Long Beach gets 30 percent of the top of 
all production. The operators get 14.45 percent as their overhead al- 
lowance for operating the field. The other 55.55 percent goes to oper- 
ate the field itself, and if that 55 percent is not needed, all of it, what- 
ever is left over, goes to the city of Long Beach. 
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The Cuarrman. I was just trying to find out, by asking those ques- 
tions, what participation is Long Beach going to contribute to repres- 
surizing this field ? 

Mr. Keater. We are going all out, Mr. Chairman. The harbor 
department has budgeted $2314 million to put this program in effect, 
which underlies the shipyard, that area. It not only is going all the 
way out, but it is also, by provisions in the bill, supplying the necessary 
moneys to advance in the event the oil companies do not come up with 
their share. 

It is going all the way to do that. 

The Long Beach Oil Development—presently an amendment to the 
contract was executed, whereby they are in the process of injecting 
180,000 barrels per day in the area underlying the shipyard. That is 
in addition to what is already going in there now, some 54,000 barrels. 

Mr. Becxer. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Yes. 

Mr. Becker. You asked a question before and I am a little bit con- 
fused over the complications. Didn’t you say that the State gets 
something out of it ? 

eee Keater. 50 percent. They get 50 percent of all of the city’s 
share. 

Mr. Becker. The city gets 30 percent? 

Mr. Keater. The city gets 30 percent off of the top and the State 
gets half of that. 

Mr. Brecker. Gets half of that. So the State gets half of the 30 
percent ? 

Mr. Keater. Plus whatever is left over of the 55 percent. 

Mr. Becker. I just want that straight. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Kitchin. 

Mr. Krroutn. Mr. Chairman, may I ask a question just for my own 
edification. 

What moral and/or legal obligations do the taxpayers of the United 
States have ? 

Mr. Keater. I can’t answer as to the legal obligation, because I am 
not an attorney, sir. 

Mr. Kircurn. Is it purely a moral obligation to assist in this partic- 
ular problem ? 

Mr. Keater. I would think that from the point of view of national 
defense; yes. I might add, whether it is pertinent or not, or whether 
it will answer your question—but the United States Government has 
taken about $168 million in taxes from this oil production go far. 

The CuHarrMan. You see, we are up against this proposition, Mr. 
Kitchin: We have a navy yard there, and the navy yard drydock has 
sunk some 16 feet. Now, we have an investment of $65 million in the 
navy yard, and, if there continues subsidence in it, it will be of no 
value as a drydock. 

So we are trying to work out some way by which we will not lose a 
capital investment of $65 million in the navy yard. 

We do not own the oil. The city of Long Beach owns the oil, and 
others own the oil. And the withdrawing of this oil has caused this 
16-foot subsidence. 

Now, we do have an interest in the navy yard. That is all we have 
an interest in, is the navy yard. 

Mr. Duruam. Mr. Chairman. 
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The CHarrmMan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DurHam. Does the city have control over all the withdrawals 
of the oil? 

Mr. Keater. Repeat your question, please. 

Mr. Duruam. Does the city have—under your act, or whatever you 
passed out there—control over the oil that 1s withdrawn ? 

Mr. Kratzer. No, sir. If you are talking about the entire Wilming- 
ton field, the city has somewhere between 35 and 40 percent of the gross 
production. The other 65 percent or so is by other operators. How- 
ever, in the fault blocks that we are talking about—in fault block VI 
the city has 82 percent. In fault block V, the city has 91 percent. In 
fault block IV, the city has 40 percent. In fault blocks II and III, I 
believe in the neighborhood of 30 percent. 

So that, generally speaking, we have somewhere approximately 40 
percent of the gross production. 

Mr. Durwam. Would you like to have it all? Wouldn’t you neces- 
sarily have to have it all, to solve this problem of pumping back water 
in there and replacing it? How are you going to control the other 
part ¢ 

Mr. Keater. I would say this to you sir: That had we owned it all, 
we wouldn’t have been asking you for this. We would have repres- 
sured a long time ago. 

Mr. Duruam. And that is what I thought. Now, that is the prob- 
lem, isn’t it ? 

Mr. Keater. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Duruam. How are you going to solve that problem ? 

Mr. Kearer. We already have that solution, because the oil com- 
panies whe own the other percentages have entered into unit agree- 
ments with us. 

Mr. Durnam. They have all entered into unit agreements ? 

Mr. Kerater. We have already entered into on blocks IT and ITI, 
and have indicated they will on IV, as soon as engineering plans are 
ready, and we own it on V and VI and are going ahead as fast as we 
can go. 

Mr. Duruam. Before, when we discussed that problem, that didn’t 
exist ¢ 

Mr. Keater. Sir? 

Mr. Durnam. That didn’t exist. They hadn’t entered into agree- 
ments, when we first brought this problem before the committee. 

Mr. Ketirnuer. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DurnAm. Or before the Congress. 

Mr. Kerarter. Mr. Chairman, may I recap part of our difficulties 
for _ edification of this committee? It will take about a para- 

raph. 

7 There has been a problem in this subsidence. The city became aware 
of it way back about 12 years ago. I believe the Navy hired consult-. 
ants who made a study, as well as the city. Then about that time, 
about a year later, the city found it was helpless, because a United 
States Supreme Court decision in 1947 said the city didn’t have title 
to these lands; that the Federal Government had paramount right 
and full power and dominion. 

The city did not gain power until 1953, and at that time, when we 
instituted this wanertbend, as son as we knew we could go ahead. 
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A little over 2 years ago it was realized by those in government—I 
mean our city coltncll- thet some of these operating companies’ con- 
tracts expire in a few years. So we put a measure on the ballot, 
which carried overwhemingly, allowing the contract to be extended 
an additional 25 years, if necessary, but the State legislature refused 
to ratify it because they said that that would be a vehicle to merely ex- 
tend contracts without advertising for bids, and that would be, to quote 
one of the assemblymen, “politically immoral.” So they would not 
ratify that. 

All right, we were back where we started. Then we were told 
by our attorneys we could get a measure on the ballot which would 
allow us to unitize the field for the life of it, regardless of the con- 
tracts. When the contracts are up, we could still advertise for bids 
and go on, and whoever the new successful bidder was would have to 
take the unitization program with him. So that was placed on the 
ballot and that is the one that was carried 15 to 1 by the voters, sir. 

The Cuamman. Now, you are advocating that the Navy continue 
to spend money there, building levees or revetment walls, or som- 
thing, to keep the water from coming in. 

What do you propose to do with this $6 million? How would that 
help the situation ? 

Mr. Keaer. AsI understand it—and I am 

The Cuarrman. Becatse—that is a question we will address to the 
Navy, but I want to—— 

Mr. Keater. I think Admiral Ailes can answer that better than I. 

The Cuarmman. We will get to him later on. 

Mr. Keater. Sir? 

The Cuamman. Are you in a position to comment on that ! 

Mr. Keauer. I can tell you what I have been informed by the Navy. 

The Cuarman. Allright, go ahead. 

Mr. Keavrr. This $6 million is part of a program to rehabilitate a 
great deal of the working area, such as raising the tracks that the 
cranes operate on, and raising some of the walls of the drydocks and 
just undergoing additional work to keep this thing at pe: k efficienc y. 
We were informed that as it is now, and as it will continue, it won't 
operate at quite the same efficiency. 

Now, the $6 million, if it is used in this next fiscal year—that keeps 
the yard, I will say, at peak efficiency for some 2 or 3 or some more 
years, I don’t know how long. Admiral Ailes could tell you. 

But the point we are saying now is that by doing this now, it assures 
top efficiency for the yard. in the years to come. 

Also this: We have reason to believe—and I believe this is impor- 
tant, Mr. Chairman. In this pilot flood that we started in 1953, that 
was in a small 35-acre area that is faulted off, so it was almost a closed 
system. That area had been depleted of pressures and oil production 
had gone down, and so on. 

Now, then, in this area where this flood took place they are pushing 
- there in the neighborhood of 20,000 or 22,000 barrels per day, about 

35 million barrels having gone in to date. It raised the pressures back 
up to where they or iginally were, and there has been no ¢ ompaction in 
the zones in that area. 

And also in the same zones, in other areas where there has been no 
waterflood, there has been compaction. 
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So we feel sure that proper flooding is the answer to this compaction. 

Now, then, that puts it right squarely up to us, to get this water- 
flooding in as fast as is humanly feasible, because our consultants tell 
us that the quicker we start, the less the total subsidence will be. For 
example, the McCord Associates stated that if we could go into a full 
pressure program within a 3-year period, the total subsidence would 
only amount to about 4 more feet. Therefore, the sooner we start it, 
the better off we are. 

And the $6 million, then, that you asked for would be to keep that 
yard at peak operation, say for the next 2 or 3 years, until this other 
increment was given. There is some reason to believe that if we get 
this flood going rapidly and at full scale, you may not need that extra 
increment, or at least a part of it, some years hence. 

The Cratrman. Let me get this in my mind. 

Mr. Lankrorp. Mr. Chairman, excuse me. 

The CuarrMan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. Mr. Mayor, do I understand this $6 million is for 
work at the shipyard, itself, and has nothing to do with this pumping 
back or repressurization ¢ 

The Cuamman. Nota bit. 

Mr. Krauer. That has nothing to do with this at all. 

The Cuarrman. Not at all. 

Mr. Ketiener. To keep the water out. 

Mr. Keater. We will answer this 

The Crarman. This $6 million is to try to preserve the yard and 
keep the yard in use. The only way—the committee that went out 
concluded something with reference—here is what the committee said : 

Based on the foregoing, it is the recommendation of the subcommittee that 


until there is full evidence that every possible action is being taken to prevent 
subsidence in the area of the Navy shipyard, the Federal Government should 


make no further expenditure. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. Allright. Yes,sir. Thank you. 

The Crairman. Now I want to get this in my mind. How many 
acres in the shipyard / 

Mr. Krater. I believe the Navy will have to answer that. 

The city, in the original area that we have been discussing—the city 
deeded about 10314 acres tothe Navy for $1. 

The Cuarman. All right. 

Mr. Krater. Then the Navy filled some 300 or more acres seaward 
of that, on which the installation, a good deal of it, lies. I believe 
they have something like 1,000 total acres, Iam not sure. 

The Cuatrman. Of course, there remains about 100 acres there, by 
putting piling out and revetment and pumping the silt in and make it 
come closer to the yard. 

Yes, Admiral # 

Admiral AtLes. 355 acres, 

Admiral Mumma. 355 acres. 

The CuairrMan, 355? 

Admiral Attes. That is correct. 

The CuarMan. Now, - the subsidence taking place all over it, or is 
it only taking place in the area in which the drydock is built ? 

Mr. Krarer. The sabes is taking place all over the oilfield, Mr. 
Chairman, and it is taking place in varying amounts. At the center, 
the deepest, which is about, oh, I would say, perhaps three or four 
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hundred yards north of the shipyard—that is the deepest point, and 
then the amount of subsidence gets less and less as it goes farther 
south and farther north. 

The Cuatrman. Then it is taking place all over the city, then? 
i Kearer. Well, not all over the city, but over a good, big piece 
of it 

The Cuarrman. And is it considered by the geologists that it is one 
pool of oil and therefore the whole area is subject to subsidence? 

Mr. Keater. No,sir. It is trueso far as the entire field is concerned. 
But the field is faulted off in six separate fault blocks, and they operate 
more or less independently of each other. So the areas that have been 
drained the most are the areas that are underlying the shipyard and 
north, in those fault blocks. IJ and III, and IV. 

The Cuarman. Now, Mr. Doyle, have you any questions? You 
were the chairman of the subcommittee that went out and made this 
investigation and made this recommendation that no money should be 
appropriated until we had positive evidence that some effort was to be 
made to lesson subsidence. Then the State of California passed a law 
to seek to meet the issue. 

Mr. Keauer. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Go ahead. 

Mr. Gavin. Will the gentleman yield for a question ? 

Mr. Kearer. You niay add to that, sir. 

Mr. Doyuez. Yes; I yield. 

Mr. Keater. In furtherance of that, Mr. Chairman, the city is going 
allout. It is going all out with every available means at is disposal to 
get this done as quickly and as efficiently as possible, and will give full 
cooperation to all agencies to that end. 

The Coamman. All right. 

Mr. Doyze. I yield to the gentleman. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Gavin. 

Mr. Gavin. Would the gentleman tell us how deep are these wells 
in this particular area that are affected ? 

Mr. Keratrr. Beg your pardon ? 

Mr. Gavin. How deep are these wells in this particular area that 
is affected ? 

Mr. Kearer. They are in varying depths. There are seven different 
zones in the area, and each of those zones operate independently of 
each other. 

I will name them and then tell you their depths. There is the Tar 
Zone, Ranger Zone, Upper Terminal, Lower Terminal, Ford, Union 
Pacific, and two 37 zones. The Tar Z one: Roughly, the top of it is 
around 2,200. The Ranger, around 2,500. The Upper Terminal, 
around 3,000. The Lower Terminal, thirty- four or thirty-five hun- 
dred. And on each one—it is differ ing, to where the lowest zone goes 
down to about 5,800. 

Mr. Gavin. They are not very deep wells, are they ? 

Mr. Keater. Sir? 

Mr. Gavin. I say, they are not very deep wells, at twenty-two and 
twenty-five hundred ? 

Mr. Krater. No, sir. 

The Cuamman. Mr. Doyle, any questions ? 
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Mr. Doyte. Mr. Chairman, at this point may I take a minute to get 
into the record this: I want to remind the committee that your sub- 
committee was at Long Beach and held these hearings May 31 and 
June 1 a year ago. So that whatever has been produced by way of 
effort by the State and the city and the operators has accumulated 
since we made the announcement at Long Beach that our recom- 
mendation would be as the chairman has read here, that we must 


have full evidence of cooperation between the State, the city, and the 
operators. 


Now, by reference, Mr. Chairman, and without asking it be included 
in the record excepting by reference, I think it appropriate to refer 
to the public hearings by this subcommittee held at Long Beach. 

But I would request that there be printed in the record the testi- 
mony of Admiral James, who is not in the hearing room this morning, 
on page 3092 and on page 3093, and of Admiral James on page 3116 


and 3117 of the hearings, and 3122 of Admiral Ailes, who is in the 
hearing room. 


(The testimony is as follows :) 


Congressman Hosmer. Is there any diminishing of the efficiency of that space 
on account of subsidence? 

Admiral JAMES. I am unqualified to answer your question, sir. 

Congressman Hosmer. Thank you. 

Mr. KELLEHER. Admiral, you mentioned the amount of money that has already 
been authorized and appropriated for subsidence. Was what you plan for the 
future in that bill? 

Admiral JAmMgs. Until we get a better course to proceed. 

Chairman DoyLe. May the committee stand in recess for 5 minutes? 

( Recess. ) 

Chairman Doy te. I think we should proceed again after this short recess. 

Admiral James. I would like to cover just 1 or 2 minor points I overlooked. 
One minor point I observed that I overlooked when we started was that I failed 
to identify the location of the shipyard in relation to the surrounding com- 
munity. 

I might say that to the north of us is the civic center of Los Angeles, a dis- 
tance of approximately 20 miles. Immediately to your west is the city of San 
Pedro and part of the incorporated city limits of the city of Long Beach. 
Immediately to the north of Terminal Island is the community of Wilmington, 
also a part of the incorporated limits of Los Angeles. 

Chairman Doyte. Where is Fort MacArthur? 

Admiral James. Fort MacArthur is located in San Pedro. The location is to 
the west of the main canal and slightly to the south of the civil center of 
San Pedro. 

Chairman Doyte. About how far from the shipyards? 

Admiral JAMEs, It is a distance of approximately 24% miles. There is on 
this map a little red dot that probably may aid you gentlemen. This is the ship- 
yard and the naval supply department annex located in the incorporated city 
of Torrance, some 8 miles to the northwest of the city. It is where we maintain 
the backup of your material on the ship on the waterfront at Long Beach. 

Chairman Doyte. May I ask you one more question? About how far is Los 
Alamitos where our plane landed? 

Admiral James. Los Alamitos is located approximately northeast of the Long 
Beach Naval Shipyard, a distance of approximately 18 miles. 

If there are no more questions, I would just like to say that the Long Beach 
Naval Shipyard rates high in effective performance with regard to the other 
shipyards. As commander of the naval shipyard that is a question that I could 
most easily defer to my superiors but there is no opportunity to do this. I would 
like to say that we believe through the advantages of location, of climate, »nd 
these very tremendously capable civilian and military personnel who are our 
working staff, we have one of the more important and more efficient naval ship- 
yards of the entire complex. 
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We were given the courtesy, in a public announcement by a Mr. Williams repre- 
senting the Secretary of Defense, who was on an inspection of all of the naval 
shipyards, at a meeting in Philadelphia approximately a month ago, where he 
made the statement and where he advised all of the Navy shipyards that he placed 
Long Beach at the top of the heap. I am quoting Mr. Williams but I would like 
to believe that he is correct. I believe it is also a fact that our Chief of the 
Bureau of Ships, considering that this yard is most effective, and I do know from 
the record that the commander of the various fleet units in the Pacific Fleet 
who have worked down here in the naval shipyard are conscious of the fact that 
we are able to accomplish the job that they gave us at costs below that which is 
possible in some other areas where the work is done. 

Chairman Doyie. Why is that? Why do you operate at less cost? 

Admiral JAMES. We believe that, and this is a point I have already made, 
sir, the advantage of a climate which we have is a very favorable one here. 
The advantage of location, the proximity to the sea, reduced cost of getting into 
the shipyard and again, and finally, the qualification of these personnel who 
have gone through this fine mesh screening procedure that occurred with the re- 
opening of the shipyard in 1951, plus some very important programs in the inter- 
est of the efficiency of the operation the Bureau of Ships has given to the ship- 
yard and all of us to follow, and I believe we have proceeded ahead of most of the 
shipyards in executing these programs. Also, finally, there is the one point of 
the efficiency of the layout of this more modern shipyard that we have here, the 
most modern of all shipyards. 

Congressman WiLson. The advantage of the capability of the facilities for the 
type of vessels that can be handled and the type of work that can be done on 
the vessels. 

Admiral James. There is no limit to our capability. That is the judgment 
of the Navy Department but they are not ready to assign us submarine work. 
That is a specialized kind of repair work. However, we have people who are 
eminently qualified, if it were ever decided to give us the work. At one point, 
less than a year and a half ago, it was the considered recommendation of the 
then commander of the Pacific Submarine Force to make an assignment of 
submarines to the Long Beach Naval Shipyard, but other types of ships, we can 
handle them all, from the biggest aircraft carrier to the Forrestal which can be 
drydocked. I will make one exception. We are not qualified today to undertake 
the Nautilus atomic submarine kind of work. 

Congressman HosMER. You have people under training? 

Admiral JAMES. We are proceeding along that line. 

Congressman WILSON. What is the scope of your present skill in electronics, 
for installation, repairs, and maintenance? 

Admiral James. I don’t consider them special, Congressman Wilson. We run 
the gamut of everything from the most modern of the underwater sonars to any 
number of destroyers that have come in and gone out with this installation to 
the most modern of the radar equipment put aboard aircraft carriers. There is 
one job presently going on on board the Princeton that is on our piers right today 
so we don’t consider them special. We consider this our routine capability. 

Congressman HosMer. Admiral, then you consider this an efficient yard; is 
that right? 

Admiral JAMEs. Yes, I do. 


of * * * * a * 
Admiral JAMEs. In 15 minutes we have it all planned and we will rush to 
finish. 


Chairman Doyte. All right. Thank you. 

Admiral JAMEs. In this proposed work on increment 1 on which we will build 
higher dike walls all along the waterfront and right across onto the dike fill, 
in and around the drydock 2 as is shown here, we will relocate the concrete 
retaining wall around the fill, go out on pier 1, raise the dike up of that pier, 
relocate the tracks, raising, elevating it, building it to the new level as shown. 
This is the one which is $5,724,000 which we put out for bid and then we found 
that work costs had gone up and that is why in the amended authorization. in 
the 1957 approved funds, we have the increment of $2,100,000. 

Congressman HosMeERr. You are doing that at the east end of the yard? 

Admiral JAMes. That is going on. On the 21st of March we signed a contract. 

Congressman Hosmer. Why did you decide to do it there first instead of 
maybe at the west end? 
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Admiral JAmMEs. Because that is the low end of the shipyard and, if we 
didn’t do it, the water would get in before we got down there, assuming we 
might have started on the west end. 

Congressman Wiison. Why wouldn't you require some remodeling of the 
drydock and isn’t this a substantial expense? 

Admiral JAMeEs. To do this would require relocation of the crane tracks to 
that location shown in red. This is a phase of this program which is not 
related to subsidence. We have not actually relocated the crane tranks. 

Chairman Doyte. Did we authorize that 2 or 3 years ago? 

Admiral James. Not for them. 

Chairman Doyre. How many yards is that, the north end of the drydock, 
from the Southern California Edison where the maximum sinking is! 

Captain NeeL. A quarter of a mile. 

Admiral JAMEs. The same kind of an increment, too, is planned for the area 
around our drydock 2 which is a cruiser dock, and pier 2 which is identical, 
except for length, to that which we have as our pier 1, covered by the first 
increment. 

Congressman HosMer. That second increment is actually the one we are hold- 
ing hearings about now. 

Admiral JAMEs. The second increment is the one on which we are holding 
hearings and which you are presently concerned about $4,663,000. 

As we experienced the higher costs in the actual bids on increment 1, we are 
protecting that in the present market. The estimates, which were made a year 
and a half ago, for this increment, will suffer the same need for adjustment in 
1959, military construction amended authorization that we are asking for in 
this year for increment 1. 

Mr. KeLiener. Since you know that $4,630,000 will not be sufficient, will you 
let out lesser contracts or get some of the work done? 

Admiral JAMEs. Yes. It would be our intention to proceed immediately be- 
cause of the urgency of getting a seal along the waterfront which would serve 
the dock and which would give us that protection now and defer until the 
action of Congress these things which are not critical. 

I wiil refer to another chart in just a moment and give you the criticality 
in this problem. 

Mr. KELLEHER. How much of that $4,665,000 would you spend on this work? 

Admiral JAMES. We would attempt the obligation within the first fiscal year— 
all of it. 

Congressman Wiison. Do I understand the entire area shown, the colored 
segment, is the raised area rather than just a dike on which you have done 
remedial work? 

Admiral JAMEs. That is correct. 

Congressman WILson. Well, itis a mole. 

Admiral James. Well, a mole would not describe this. It is just a filled-in 
portion of the ground around the area essentially, because, in raising the dike 
wall around the drydock you also have to elevate your crane tracks in order to 
be able to operate your cranes over the drydock. 

When we go to lunch, if you haven’t seen them already, you can see the height 
of the dike wall. 

I just want to point out again, however, that being the epicenter of the southern 
California plants, the farther that way southwest that we go, so does the amount 
of subsidence increase. So the height of the different drydocks vary from the 
maximum here of drydock 1 to the minimum which is drydock 3, which is 
roughly 6. 

Chairman Doyts. I have heard it said that if we can keep down the Federal 
budget this time and by the Navy not making this large expenditure on this 
Roosevelt dock, for instance, at this time, we might have another navy yard that 
would take the Forrestal on the Pacific coast. What do you need it here for? 
Isn't that one sufficient? 

Congressman Hosmer. You mean why do you need the money this year? 

Chairman DoyLe. Why do they need to keep that in here? We have another 
big drydock up north someplace. Why do you need one here? 

Admiral James. I believe the facilities are needed for the Navy’s operation 
and without it the Navy cannot do the job it is supposed to do, not only with 
the Forrestal. There are many other ships, of course, and there are other 
Forrestals coming along. This particular shipyard is a vital part of the Navy’s 
industrial program for the future. On this basis we believe it is appropriate 
to maintain its place and for other reasons we have outlined. 
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Chairman Dorie. We are going to spend money in the San Francisco area on i 
a comparable dock, I believe. 

Captain Artes. Not just for the Forrestal. Any ship in the Forrestal class ' 
can use that dock. 

Chairman Doyte. Yes, but San Francisco is only 500 miles northerly and why 
do you need this here? 

Admiral James. We have it here, sir, and it can be maintained at a relatively 
low cost, less than half a million dollars—$440,000. 

Congressman Hosmer. That is just moving these drydocks. 

Admiral James. That facility is to handle the Forrestal. 

Chairman Dor Le. Well, I wanted your answer in the record and that is why 
I asked you that question. 

= > a ca * * * 

Admiral Honsrineer. Might I interrupt for a moment? It seems to me that 
we are standing on interpretation, that perhaps this work we are discussing 
has to do with the Forrestal and, if there is that impression, I think that is 
wrong. This work has nothing to do with the Forrestal. 

Chairman Doy.te. That is what I wanted to bring out as I think that impres- 
sion exists in the East. 

Admiral Honsincer. This work is being considered because of the subsidence 
and whether the Navy has the Forrestal or several Forrestal-type ships is be- 
side the point. It is possible for the Forrestal to drydock in this dock but the 
work we are doing neither particularly benefits nor improves the dock or does 
it—maybe it does. 

Congressman Hosmer. It goes to the overall strength and size of the Navy ' 
and therefore the extent of the Shore Establishment and of the support estab- 
lishment is dictated by. domestic conditions within the United States or by 
what is needed to meet the threat from external forces ; which is it? 

Captain Altes. Definitely the external forces. 

Congressman Hosmer. In other words, we don’t have the control over it. If 
we are going to meet the threat we have to have a certain size Navy and we 
have to have a certain number of Shore Establishments to support it. 

The Navy, in assessing international conditions today, concluded that these 
11 shipyards are necessary to support the minimum seapower that is required 
for the security of the United States. 

Congressman Wrison. Aren’t there certain commands that operate out of 
this area that could not conceivably be taken care of by shipyards in other 
areas? 

Captain Arzres. This could be taken care of in most of the other areas, Mr. 
Wilson, but at a great loss in efficiency of those ships and with great harm to 
the morale of the crew. By switching them up and down the coast repeatedly 
and causing the crew to be separated from their families and their routine 
operations, interrupted by long trips up and down the coast, where the work 
could be done right here, well, that is of considerable benefit to us. 

, Congressman Witson. As I understand it, we are going to hear this after- 
, | noon from Admiral Phillips as to the operational needs of this area. 
Captain Artes. This afternoon. 


L Mr. Doyte. I told him I was going to refer to that testimony. 
, i Then I want to read one paragraph on page 3123 of these hearings, 
i in the presence of the admiral, who was then captain, I believe. 
[ Reading: ] 

Chairman Doy ie. Captain, may I ask you a question? When you mentioned 
the question, or when you answered Congressman Wilson, as a fact or to take 
into consideration—that when you mentioned the morale, the long haul up the 


coast and so forth, you didn’t mention national defense. Now is this yard or 
is it not, as many of the Navy units, necessary for national defense even in 


: 
! 
peacetime? i 
Captain Ailes answered thus: 
It very definitely is, yes. | 





| 
| 
| 
| 


I believe, Mr. Chairman, from my knowledge of the situation dating 
back 7 years, to my own personal knowledge on this problem—because 
Long Beach used to be in my congressional district—I believe the 
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record this morning given by these witnesses is such that they have in 
my sincere belief complied with full intent, good faith, and substan- 
tially, with the foundation laid by the subcommittee, of showing full 
evidence that they have gone forward as required by the report. 

I recommend, as chairman of the subcommittee and as a member of 
the Armed Services Committee, that we do increase the amount to 
the $6 million. 

The Cuamrman. Now, may I—thank you, Mr. Doyle. Are there 
any further questions ? 

Mr. Doyue. That is all. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Mayor, how many people are employed in the 
shipyard there ? 

Mr. Keater. I think there are approximately 6,400 civilian per- 
sonnel. 

The Cuarrman. What is the population of your community ? 

Mr. Keater. 320,000. 

The Cuairman. And 6,500 people are employed there? 

Mr. Kerarer. Yes, sir. 

The Cuamrman. Any questions from any members of the commit- 
tee? If not 

Mr. Gavin. I would like to ask this question. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Gavin 

Mr. Gavin. Is there any drilling being continued on this particular 
piece of acreage at the present time ? 

Mr. Keratrr. I will ask our chief petroleum engineer to answer that, 
Mr. Hardesty. 

Mr. Harvesty. Yes, sir; drilling is going on for the purpose of 
completing injection wells for injecting water. 

Mr. Gavin. But not for oil? 

Mr. Harpesty. Principally injecting wells. As I inject water into 
the ground there necessarily must 

Mr. Gavin. Well, the question is asked: Are you drilling any oil 
wells, now, or are you drilling water wells? 

Mr. Harvesty. We are drilling water wells for injection and repair- 
ing presently producing wells so that they may produce more efficiently 
in connection with the waterflood, which is a necessary adjunct. 

The Cuatrman. Now, members of the committee—thank you very 
much, Mr. Mayor. Any of you other distinguished gentlemen from 
Long Beach have any comments you want to make in regard to this 
matter ? 

Mr. Suruerranp. Mr. Chairman 

The Cuarrman. Be glad to hear from you. What is your name, 
sir? 

Mr. Surnertanp. Mr. Chairman, my name is Don Sutherland, from 
Long Beach, Calif. I recognize that you folks here are pressed for 
time. I wanted you to know, however, that I represent the people that 
work at the shipyard and have represented them since 1952. I have 
worked on this problem with the city of Long Beach and put in some 
2,000 extra curricula hours here in the last year trying to resolve this 
problem. I think, too, we have met the challenge set forth by your 
committee. And I am here to ask you folks to go along with us work- 
ing at the shipyard, who live in Long Beach and want to live in Long 
Beach, and certainly we think producing in the best interest of the 
Navy and the Federal Government. 
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(The full statement submitted by Mr. Sutherland is as follows :) 


Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, my name is Donald G. Suth- 
erland, of Long Beach, Calif. I have worked at the Long Beach Naval Shipyard 
since October of 1947, and have been president of the Long Beach Naval Shipyard 
Employees Association since 1952. I represent 5,100 people of the 6,400 presently 
employed there. I have been a member of the six-man City of Long Beach Sub- 
sidence Advisory Committee since August 1957, and a member of the Long Beach 
Chamber of Commerce subsidence committee since 1956. 

I, like 80 percent of the association’s membership, experienced the closing 
of the Long Beach Naval Shipyard in 1950. Needless to say, this was a bitter 
experience for all of us. 

Last June 1957, the House Armed Services Committee recommended that the 
Federal Government should take no further action for subsidence remedial 
expenditures at the Long Beach Naval Shipyard until the local community and 
those profiting from the extraction of oil showed concrete evidence that they 
were doing all reasonably possible to correct the subsidence problem. This action 
naturally brought about the uncertainty of our jobs at the shipyard and much 
concern and unrest among the association membership and the employees. How- 
ever, it also left a challenge to the city of Long Beach and the State of Cali- 
fornia, and our employee association. 

In the past year, with the complete cooperation of the city of Long Beach, 
Long Beach Chamber of Commerce, and other organizations, the following pro- 
grams were developed : 

We focused more attention to the subsidence problem by getting the support 
of our local and State newspapers. 

At the cost of $10,000 of employee association funds we developed and produced 
a 22-minute color, narrated film entitled “Land Sinking in Long Beach, Calif.” 
This film was shown to thousands of people in the southern California area and 
most of the State legislators. With association funds we reprinted a report by 
Capt. Charles H. Neel, USN, public works officer of the shipyard, entitled “Sur- 
face Subsidence and Remedial Measures at the Long Beach Naval Shipyard.” 
This report was distributed to the members of this committee, all those con- 
cerned in the Bureau of Ships, Bureau of Yards and Docks, the Long Beach 
area, and all of the State of California legislators. 

In February 1958, we put on a citywide get-out-the-vote program to change the 
city charter amendments in a special election held March 4, 1958. This later 
became Concurrent Resolution No. 51 in Sacramento passed by the legislators 
on March 25, 1958, and now permits the city of Long Beach to enter into volun- 
tary agreements with the oil operators. In December 1957, we developed a peti- 
tion-signing program collecting 45,500 southern California voter signatures re- 
questing the Governor of the State and the legislators to take subsidence legis- 
lative action at the March 1958 budget session in Sacramento. 

From October 12, 1957, until December 20, 1957, representing the employees 
association, I personally made an 11,000-mile trip in the State of California, talk- 
ing with State senators and assemblymen about subsidence and its effect on the 
shipyard. I carried with me our film, Captain Neel’s report, and other subsi- 
dence information. I talked to 68 of the 120 legislators, and when I was unable 
to get an appointment, I drove to their homes or offices and left subsidence infor- 
mation and requested their support. In the interim, with the city’s subsidence ad- 
visory committee we assisted in drafting the legislation which later became 
assembly bill No. 5 in Sacramento. During the 1958 session in Sacramento we 
participated in hearings that necessitated getting the bill passed during the 
budget and the first extraordinary session. 

Based on the foregoing, even with the job uncertainty which has existed at the 
shipyard for the past year, it should be evident that our association, in coopera- 
tion with the city and all other local organizations, has very actively attempted 
to resolve the subsidence problem and we feel that we have met the demands set 
forth by your committee last June 1957. 

In consideration of the above successful efforts that have been made to stop 
subsidence in the Long Beach area, I feel that the Congress would be justified 
at this time in authorizing additional funds for subsidence remedial work in the 
shipyard as I am assured that the steps being taken by the city and the other 
organizations will bring forth a complete checking of the subsidence problem 
in the Long Beach area. 

On behalf of the dedicated Navy people at the Long Beach Naval Shipyard, I 
wish to express my sincere appreciation for this opportunity to present my views 
on this condition which is of vital importance to all of us. 
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The Cuarrman. Let me ask you this: What type of Navy activi- 
ties—what type of ships are repaired there? 

Mr. SurHertanp. We do repair work on cruisers, “cans,” small 
boats—MSO’s, and so on. 

The CHarrmMan. On cruisers ? 

Mr. SurHertanp. Cruisers, “cans,” 

The Cuarrman. What is the length of the drydock—— 

Mr. Keater. Destroyers. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. Some 1,026 feet, sir. 

The Cuarrman. And it can handle a cruiser. 

Mr, SurHer.anp. It can handle up to the Forrestal-class carrier. 

The Cuarrman. It could take a small carrier? 

Mr. Kewiener. That Forrestal class in undamaged condition, Mr. 
Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Take the Forrestal class in undamaged condition. 

Mr. Ketiener. Yes. 

The Cuarrman. What is the width of the drydock ? 

Mr. Suruertanp. I couldn’t say, Mr. Chairman, for sure. 

The Cuatmrman. Now, the next navy yard is at Hunters Point, on 
the west coast; is it not? 

Mr. Suruertanp. Well, we have Hunters Point; yes, in San 
Francisco. 

The Cuatrman. Is there any navy yard between Long Beach—or 
any drydock between Long Beach and Hunters Point? 

Mr. SurHertanp. No, sir. 

The CuHatmrman. And what is the distance from Long Beach to 
Hunters Point ? 

Mr. SuTHERLAND. 420 miles, sir. 

The Cuarrman. And then the next drydock would be at Bremerton ; 
would it not? 

Mr. SuTHERLAND. Yes, sir. 

The CHarrman. At Mare Island? 

(Chorus of “No’s.” 

The CuatrrmMan. No, I mean at Mare Island. 

Mr. Ketiener. Mare Island. 

The Cuarrman. And the next would be at Bremerton? 

Mr. SurHerLAND. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Witson. There is a repair facility, Mr. Chairman, at San 
Diego, that isn’t equipped. 

The Cuatrman. Members of the committee 

Mr. Gavin. May I ask the admiral what is the total investment we 
have at this navy yard? 

Admiral Airs. $65 million. 

Mr. Gavin. $65 million. And what is this request now? For $6 
million ? 

_ Admiral Ares. Our request before this committee is for $500,000, 
sir. 

The Cuatrman. Now, members of the committee, as the House 
convenes at 10 o’clock, we will have to take the testimony of the 
admiral ; 

Mr. Duruam. The admiral said the request is for $500,000. Where 
does the $6 million come in? 

The Cuatrman. That is right, the Navy is requesting $509,000 to 
carry on the work. 
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Admiral A1xs. $500,000 even, in compliance with the committee’s 

oo contained in the report of the fiscal year 1958 authorization 
ill. 

The Cuamman. The community thinks they should be authorized 
this time some $6 million. We will hear the admiral in regard to 
that. 

Now, as the House meets at 10 o’clock this morning and we have 
the reciprocal trade bill coming up and following that will be the 
reorganization bill, and in view of the fact that we will probably not 
finish the reorganization bill until some time Thursday, I think it 
would be proper to postpone any further meetings of the committee 
until Friday morning at 10 o’clock. 

So we will take a recess until Friday morning at 10 o’clock. Thank 
you. 

Mr. Keater. Mr. Chairman, may I ask a question, sir ? 

The Cuamman. Wait 1 minute. 

Mr. Keater. Will the Long Beach delegation be required at that 
hearing? 

The Cuatrman. No, no. 

Thank you very much. 

Mr. Keater. All right, then we won’t be here. 

The Carman. You are excused with the thanks of the committee, 
Mr. Mayor. 

Mr. Keater. May I say on behalf of the city that we are very 
grateful for being allowed to come here and appear before you. 

(Whereupon, at 9:56 a. m., the committee adjourned to reconvene 
at 10a.m., Friday, June 13, 1957.) 


House or ReprEsENTATIVES, 
CoMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, 
Washington, D. C., Friday, Jume 13, 1958. 

The committee met at 10 a. m., Hon. Carl Vinson, chairman of the 
committee, presiding. 

The CHairmMan. Let the committee come to order. 

Members of the committee, this is a continuation of the hearing 
on H. R. 12360. 

When the committee recessed last Wednesday, we were still dis- 
cussing the Navy Shipyard, Long Beach, Calif., Operational and 
Training Facilities, $500,000. 

Congressman Hosmer had made a statement and the representative 
of Long Beach had made a statement. 

I understand the mayor of Long Beach desires to make some addi- 
tional statement. 

Is the mayor here ? 

Mr. Ketiener. No, sir, I don’t believe there is any further state- 
ment now. Mr. Doyle indicated that there would not be any further 
statement on the part of the city. 

The Cuatrman. Is Mr. Hosmer here? 

Mr. Hosmer. Yes, I am here, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHamman. Have you any further statement to submit, Mr. 
Hosmer ? 

Mr. Hosmer. No. 
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The Cuatrman. All right, thank you very much. 

Now let’s hear from the Navy in regard to this. 

Admiral Artes. Mr. Chairman, we are asking for the $500,000 that 
is contained in the committee’s report last year. We felt that until 
we had an indication from the committee that they were satisfied with 
what the local people were doing, that we should confine ourselves to 
an amount just sufficient to protect the yard from inundation. 

The second project is at the Naval Shipyard, Long Beach, Calif., 
for the third increment of the project for subsidence remedial meas- 
ures at a cost of $500,000. Previous authorizations for this work 
total $9,409,000. 

This is the southernmost of the Navy’s four west coast shipyards. In 
providing logistic support to assigned ships and service craft, the yard 
performs various types of work for these ships, including overhaul, 
repair, alteration, drydocking, and outfitting. 

The public works facilities of the yard, representing a Government 
investment of approximately $72 million, have an estimated replace- 
ment value of about $170 million. 

As you know, the ground in and around the shipyard has been sub- 
siding for a number of years as a result of the extraction of oil from 
the Wilmington field. Experts on the subject estimate the ground 
will continue to settle, on a decreasing scale, until about 1970. 

Last year the Navy estimated the cost of the second increment at 
spprorpnately $5.8 million. However, following an onsite study and 
public hearing by the Doyle subcommittee of the House Armed Serv- 
ices Committee, the Congress granted authorization for $1.5 million 
to provide for construction of the minimum length of dike for imme- 
diately necessary protection. The $1.5 million figure was an on-the- 
spot estimate, made without benefit of an engineering study, for the 
information of the Doyle subcommittee when the members were at 
Long Beach. Since that time the problem has been studied more 
closely by the Navy. As a result, it is now estimated that an addi- 
tional sum of $500,000 will be necessary for minimum protection 
against flooding, providing for construction of a dike having less than 
2 feet of freeboard at high water late in 1959. The project provides 
general support of the operating forces. 

The Cuatrman. Now, if the provisions of the law with reference to 
the subsidence is complied with, then that would be the attitude of the 
committee with reference to further protection of the yard? 

Mr. Ketiener. If the State and all others do what they should to 
prevent further subsidence, what would be your attitude then ? 

The Cuarrman. The Navy. 

Admiral Artes. We would like to get on with correction of the effects 
of subsidence in the area. 

The Cuarrman. Well, have you worked out a plan of what you would 
do when this provision of the statute has been complied with ? 

Admiral Atzes. Yes, sir. 

The next increment, the second increment of that, is the $6 million 
project that was referred to before. 

The CuHatrmMan. Then the committee can understand that, if the 
subsidence had been stopped by compliance with this law, and the oil 
companies had dumped water back in, in the hopes that the subsidence 
had been lessened, you would be making recommendation for $6 million 
for further protection of the yard ? 
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Admiral Atzs. Yes, sir; that is our next tee in our job there, sir. 

The Cuarrman. That has all been worked out ¢ 

Admiral Arzes. Yes, sir ; in detail, sir. 

Mr. Duruam. Mr. Chairman. 

Will the $500,000 take care of the work you want to do in the next 
12 months? 

Admiral A1gs. No, sir. It just takes care of the very minimum. 
It puts a very thin dike up around, just barely enough to keep the 
water out, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Then just as soon as the Navy gets information that 
they have complied with the statute, then you would be asking Congress 
to make available money in the amount of $6 million ? 

Admiral Arzzs. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, may I ask him a question about that? 

The Cuamman. Yes. 

Mr. Harpy. Has this program progressed far enough for the Navy 
to determine the effectiveness of the repressurization to prevent sub- 
sidence ? 

Admiral Mumma. I could talk to some of that. 

Admiral Ams. May I ask Admiral Mumma here to speak to that, 
sir? He made quite an extensive study of this. And then I would also 
like our civil engineers, if they would speak to it, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Allright, Admiral. 

Admiral Mumma. There has been repressurization in certain parts 
of the field, not a completely extensive degree as regards area, but they 
have been able to restore initial pressure in local areas, and they have 
been able to prove that subsidence will be arrested by the restoration 
of the pressure in the ground. 

Mr. Harpy. That was the question that I was trying to be sure we 
had accurate information on, Admiral, as to whether or not this repres- 
surization program is going to be effective in preventing further sub- 
sidence—or I believe it was testified that the maximum additional 
subsidence would be 4 feet. I believe that is what I recall. 

But I was wondering whether or not that is based on measurable 
accomplishment thus far or whether that is just somebody’s hypothesis. 

Admiral Mumma. It is based upon test wells, which prove the prin- 
ciple. But it has not been done in sufficient quantity to appreciably 
affect a large area. 

Mr. Harpy. Well, my only thought was this: Before we go into any 
large-scale expenditure, we ought to be pretty sure that the thing is 
under control. Of course, we can’t tell here, but I would think that 
the Navy would want to make certain that that determination has 
been made before you expend $6 million. 

The CHarrman. Well, we are in this kind of a position. This is 
the largest shipyard from San Francisco down to the Mexican line. 
It will take care of the Forrestal-type of ships; $65 million has been 
spent on this yard. We must do everything within reason to try to 
preserve the investment we have. 

Now, the thought was running through my mind—and I knew prac- 
tically what the admiral was going to answer to my question. So in 
studying this I framed up this kind of approach to this matter. 

Mr. Kelleher, read this approach. 

Mr. Ketxiener. Yes, sir. 

On page 
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The Cuairman. I think this will have a twofold effect. 

Go ahead. 

Mr. Keuiener. Page 16, line 16, the language that appears in the 
bill would be stricken and it would read as follows: 

Naval Shipyard, Long Beach, California, Operational and Training Facilities, 
$6,000,000: Provided, however, That no more than $500,000 of this sum shall be 
utilized for protective work until the Secretary of the Navy determines in his 
judgment that sufficient action has been taken or arrangements made to arrest 
further subsidence of the shipyard. 

The Cratrman. Now, you see that will have the effect of forcing 
Long Beach to be active in seeing that Long Beach corporations and 
these others comply with that law. And if they don’t comply with 
that law, then it can’t be spent. But this will be a pressure put upon 
the local community to see that everything possible is done to prohibit 
the continuance of subsidence of the navy yard. 

Mr. Gavin. May I ask a question ? 

The CHarrmMan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Gavin. In any event, Admiral Mumma, these are shallow wells, 
twenty, twenty-five hundred feet. How much oil has been taken out, 
I don’t know, and how extensive and how quickly and how expedi- 
tiously the city of Long Beach is going to move in and put water back 
in to replace the oil that has been taken out, I don’t know, either. 

The only thing I want to call to the attention of the chairman is this 
fact : Lagree with you, we have—how much ? 

The CuarrMan. $65 million. 

Mr. Gavin. There is nothing else we can do. I think we should 
protect our investment just as expeditiously as we can. At the same 
time I don’t think the Navy, in a year or two from now, should they 
come back here again, and this project doesn’t work out just as satis- 
factorily as is anticipated, should be charged with responsibility for 
having not used good judgment in the matter. I just think we have to 
protect our investment. In my opinion, it is speculative whether or not 
it is going to work. It may, and we hope it will, but there is nothing 
else we can do but proceed. But let’s pretect the Navy and protect the 
language. 

The CuatrMan. That is right. 

And under the language of this amendment only $500,000 could be 
spent, but we will bring a pressure on the local organization and the 
oil companies to try to remedy the situation. 

Admiral, what is your reaction to the proposed handling of this 
matter ? 

Admiral Mumma. I would say that that would be completely satis- 
factory to the Bureau of Ships. Admiral Ailes might 

Admiral Atres. That is quite acceptable to the Navy, sir. We will 
bring the best engineering judgment we can to bear in making that 

decision and in helping the Secretary. 

The CuatrMan. You see, if we adopt this approach, then we say to 
the local community : “Now, if you want to cooperate, you must comply 
with the law.” 

Admiral Attes. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. And it will certainly have the effect of forcing the 
ae interests there to be more concerned than they are probably 
today. 
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Without objection, the amendment is temporarily agreed to. 

The Cuargrman. Now, the next item—let’s see, the next one—— 

Mr. Keviener. Line 20. 

The Cuarman, Line 20, Naval Shipyard, San Francisco. Opera- 
tional and training facilities, $766,000. 

Is this Hunter’s Drydock? 

Admiral Ams. Yes, sir, this is at the Hunter’s Point Naval my 
yard, sir. This is for dredging at the berths where we will bring the 
Forrestal carriers to. 

The fourth and final project for continental shipyard facilities in- 
cluded in section 201 of the authorization bill, is at the Naval Ship- 
yard, San Francisco, Calif., for dredging at the carrier berths at an 
estimated cost of $766,000. It is required in support of the Navy’s 
striking power. The mission of this shipyard is similar to that for 
the Long Beach Naval Shipyard which I outlined previously. The 
yard will be required to support the large, deep-draft modern aircraft 
carriers which will be deployed in the Pacific for the first time this 
year. The Navy has designated San Francisco as the west coast oper- 
ational port for the Ranger, a Forrestal-class carrier, commencing this 
calendar year. The Midway and Forrestal-class carriers require water 
depth at this yard of approximately 41 feet. 

Ships of these clasSes can now enter drydock No. 4 for routine over- 
haul only during periods of high tide. They cannot enter the dry- 
dock at low tide nor tie up at the adjacent berths for servicing because 
of the shallowness of the harbor which averages 28 to 29 feet deep at 
mean lower low water. The proposed project provides for dredging 
of approximately 736,000 cubic yards of mud and silt from the area 
around berths 8, 9, 10, and 11 and the entrance to drydock No. 4 to a 
depth of 41 feet. This will not only increase the support capability 
of the drydock but will also make available needed berthing space for 
the large carriers. 

The Cuarmman. Without objection, the item is agreed to. 

Now, in this connection an amendment should be offered now with 
reference to the Polaris 

Mr. Ketiener. No, not yet, sir, not at this point. 

The Cuatrman. This is where the $10 million item would go in in 
reference to the Charleston Navy Yard. 

Mr. Kertiener. And that has already been accepted by the com- 
mittee tentatively. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Mr. Witson. What page are we on ? 

The Carman. We are on page 16, line 20. 

Now, the next one is on page 17, line 14, Alameda, Calif., $114,000. 

Admiral Artes. Yes, sir. 

This is for a liquid oxygen transfer building at Alameda to service 
our jetplanes with liquid oxygen, sir. 

The mission of the station is to support fleet aviation units and the 
aircraft overhaul and repair program; to serve as a primary aviation 
supply point; and to provide dockside services for assigned ships. 
It is the industrial, seaport station in the Moffet Field-Lemoore master 
jet complex. 

The liquid oxygen transfer building at Alameda is 1 of 4 similar 
projects in this group of stations. Since the development trend for 





' 
: 


soe ne ee a pene nr 


~ am pees er amennme cae: 





a mete 


ee 


+ EERE RIE NTS 1 


TST TAI 


7675 


modern jet aircraft is to attain greater efficiency at higher altitudes, 
there is an increasing demand for “breathing” oxygen to sustain pilot 
proficiency. As the newer types of aircraft being assigned to the fleet 
are equipped with liquid oxygen conversion systems, facilities to 
replenish their supply are mandatory. The proposed project will 
take care of this requirement. It will consist of a small building 
with 1,267 square feet of floor area, having a nonsparking concrete 
floor and space for a transfer shop, regulator shop, workshop, office, 
and toilet. The building will be air conditioned in order to have 
clean, dust-free air in the working area. It will be located in a 
relatively isolated site on the station because of the danger of flash 
fire. Liquid oxygen will be delivered to the station storage tanks by 
commercial suppliers, will then be transferred to trailers which will 
be used in replenishing the liquid oxygen in the tanks aboard the 
aircraft. 

The Cuarrman. Go ahead and tell me what it is, now. 

Admiral Ates. This is to provide a liquid oxygen transfer building 
from which the jetplanes are serviced with liquid oxygen, sir. 

The CHarmMan. Without objection, the item is a proved. 

Now, the next one is the Naval Auxiliary Landing Field, Crows 
Landing, Calif., $47,000. 

Admiral Artes. This is for an optical landing system at that field, 
Mr. Chairman. 

The third project is for an optical landing system at the Naval 
Auxiliary Landing Field, Crows Landing, Calif., at an estimated 
cost of $47,000. This field is used for field carrier landing practice 
for the squadrons based at the Naval Air Stations, Alameda and 
Moffett Field, Calif. 

This is the second of four such optical-landing-system projects in 
this program. The first one was proposed for construction at the 
Outlying Field Blackwater “D.” This is a system of lights and 
mirror installed on the side and about 500 to 800 feet forward from 
the end of a runway as an aid to a pilot in approaching the runway 
for a landing, thereby making nearly the full length of the runway 
available for the aircraft runout. A beam of light from a source in 
front of the mirror is reflected by the mirror at the proper angle and 
height for the particular type of aircraft making the approach, so 
that the pilot may follow the beam and touch down within the first 
1,000 feet of the runway. If the plane approaches for a landing too 
high, too low, or too far off center to the right or to the left, the ball 
of light reflected in the mirror, or the “meatball,” as it is commonly 
called, shows to the pilot his high, low, or offcenter position so that 
he may correct the plane’s position before it lands. Actual experience 
with the optical landing system on the angled-deck aircraft carriers 
of the fleet has drastically lowered the landing accident rate. Con- 
tinuous practice with this system on a “field carrier landing practice” 
field, or FCLP field, enables experienced pilots to retain their skill in 
carrier landings and improves the readiness of less skilled pilots for 
fleet duty. This project provides for installation of a mirror system 
at the north end of the north-south runway, plus the electrical and 
communication lines to the control tower to abe the system operable. 


The CuarrMan. That is right, we established those last year. 
Admiral Ares. Yes, sir; similar to many others we put in the 
field, sir. 
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The Cuarrman. Without objection, that item is approved. 
Now, the next one is the Naval Air Station, Lemoore, Calif., fifteen 
million eight 

Wait, let’s see. 

Mr. Keviener. Mr. Chairman, Harvey Point. 

The CuarrMan. Yes. 

Before we do that, after consultation with Mr. Kelleher and other 
members conversant with this item at Harvey Point, I think the facts 
probably warrant us to restore the amount of $11,250,000 instead of 
reducing it to $7,041,000. The Navy Department thinks that would 
be a harmful reduction, and I think they are on sound ground. 

I suggest we restore the item to what the Navy requested, 
$11,250,000. 

Without objection 

Mr. Gavin. $215,000. 

‘The CHarrmMan. $215,000. 

Without objection, that is agreed to. 

Now, the next is the Naval Air Station, Lemoore, $15,823,000. 

Now give the committee some information as to the military activity. 

Admiral Arms. This is a new station which is just being built, sir. 
There has already been authorization granted for 2 previous incre- 
ments in the amount of $37,624,000, providing for the land and con- 
struction of most of the long-lead construction items. When com- 
pleted, this station will carry on the master jet field functions now 
assigned to the station at Moffett Field. 

Its mission will be similar to that at three of our other fields—at 
Oceana, Va., Cecil Field, Fla., and Miramar, outside San Diego, Calif. 

The project consists of 19 line items in the total amount of $15,- 
823,000. 

The eighth project in this group of fleet support air stations is the 
third increment for the development of the new Naval Air Station, 
Lemoore, Calif. 

This project consists of 19 line items in the total amount of $15,- 
823,000. 

Item No. 1 is for the second increment of aircraft parking apron 
for $1,737,000. The aircraft base loading is 417 planes for which the 
parking requirement is 508,500 square yards. 124,000 square yards 
were authorized last year, and this item will provide for construction 
of 129,400 square yards of paving, leaving 255,100 square yards to be 
provided through future programing. Last year’s and this year’s 
increments will provide a total of 253,400 square yards of parking 
apron, or an area sufficient for parking about 50 percent of the aircraft 
to be assigned to the station. 

The second item will provide for the fuel distribution system re- 
quired for operation of the station at an estimated cost of $1,839,000. 
The fuel storage tanks will be located in a relatively isolated portion 
of the station easily accessible by fuel tank cars. The fuel must then 
be transported from this remote point to the operational area of the 
station where the aircraft can be fueled quickly and get to the end of 
the runway with a minimum of taxiing. The proposed item will pro- 
vide this facility through the construction of 14 miles of pipeline, a 
ready isue day tank of 2,500 barrels capacity, 8 high-speed fueling 
stations and the accessory valves, piping, and utilities. 
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Item No. 3 is for construction of a liquid oxygen transfer building 
at an estimated cost of $93,000. This will be similar to the projects 
in the program at Alameda, Fallon, and Jacksonville, which I de- 
scribed previously. 

Item No. 4 will provide a remote receiver building at the estimated 
cost of $500,000. 

This item and the next two items for this station are components 
of the communication and navigation aids system and are urgent re- 
quirements for safe and efficient control of air operations. pet of 
these facilities would severely handicap that control. The receiver 
will be a single-story, reinforced concrete building, 18 feet wide by 69 
feet long, located in a remote part of the station, relatively free of 
electronic interference. It will house very-high- and ultra-high-fre- 
quency receivers to receive oral communication from pilots in aircraft 
on runways, taxiways, and parking areas, as well as in airborne air- 
craft. The item includes the accessory antenna and communication 
lines to the control tower, utilities, and collateral equipment. 

The next component of the communication system is the remote 
transmitter buildin r, estimated to cost $950,000. It will also be re- 
motely located on the station to be free from electronic interference. 
Means for oral communication from the control tower to pilots in air- 
craft on the ground and in the air will be provided by this facility. 
It will be a single-story, standard transmitter building, 42 feet wide 
by 84 feet long, with basement containing a cable vault, mechanical 
room, and equipment-storage space. Also included will be the an- 
tenna and communication lines to the control tower, necessary util- 
ities, and collateral equipment. 

The next item, Mr. eee is for a tactical air navigation facil- 
ity at the estimated cost of $237,000. The TACAN, as it is called, has 
been selected as the new navigation aid to be used by all military air- 
craft. We plan to install TACAN equipment as the primary naviga- 
tion aid on all Navy aircraft, except for a few special types, by Decem- 
ber of this year. Its use will enable the airborne pilot to obtain a “fix” 
on his location by providing him automatically with information on 
the approximate distance and direction from his aircraft to a known 
station having the counterpart TACAN equipment. The equipment 
will be installed in a single-story, reinforced concrete building 21 feet 
square, with the antenna tower mounted on the roof. The Gailding 
will be equipped with a motor generator set for emergency power. 
Without this facility flight operations will be limited to visual flight 
rules, making operation under instrument conditions extremely dif- 
ficult. 

The seventh line item is for a crash and fire station to cost $258,000. 
This combined crash-fire and structural-fire facility is needed to safe- 
guard pilots and aircraft during flight operations and to protect 
buildings in the operations area. It will consist of a modified stand- 
ard, single-story, 2-company firehouse having 11,100 square feet floor 
area. Space will be included in the building for 7 stalls for the fire- 
trucks, for maintenance and storage of CO, fire extinguishers and 
dayroom and dormitory space to accommodate 30 men. An open area 
wash rack and necessary utilities will also be provided. 

The eighth line item, gentlemen, is for construction of the operations 
building at the estimated cost of $609,000. Flight operations are con- 
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trolled primarily from this building in which are housed the admin- 
istrative, aerological, and communication functions of the station’s 
operations department. The building will be a single-story, irregular- 
shaped structure having approximately 19,850 square feet of “floor- 
space. 

Item No. 9 is the transportation shop, estimated to cost $524,000. 
A plant of the size of this station will have a requirement for con- 
siderable transportation, including trucks of various capacities for 

various purposes from hauling supplies to maintenance of the struc- 
tures and grounds; buses; and passenger vehicles. It is estimated that 
approximately 722 pieces of automotive equipment will be required 
when the station is fully operational. Since there will be no com- 
mercial facilities within a reasonable distance of the station which 
could be used at reasonable cost, the normal maintenance and repair 
of this rolling stock must be done at the station. The proposed build- 
ing will be 140 feet wide by 170 feet long, and will contain the necessary 
shops, spare-parts storage, and small ‘oflice. Grease pits, wash rack, 
filling station, parking area, and utilities will be included as part of 
this line item. 

The next line item is the cold-storage warehouse at the estimated 
cost of $199,000. The base loading is 6, 144 military personnel. The 
cold-storage facilities are required to preserve the large quantities of 
per ishable food supplies needed to feed these people. The facilities 
will permit receipt and storage of large shipments of food. We esti- 
mate we require about 30 days’ supply of food stored for efficient and 
economical operation. A smaller amount could be maintained, of 
course, but only at appt eciably higher procurement and delivery costs. 
The warehouse will be 80 feet wide by 90 feet long. It will have cold- 
storage space providing temperatures ‘anging “from 0° to 30° F. 
The building will have unloading facilities “for. delivery of goods by 
rail and truck. 

Item No. 11 is also a supply department facility. It will provide 
a 200-foot-square general storehouse at the estimated cost of $555,000. 
Office space of 6, 000 square feet will be provided in a structure attached 
to the supply w: arehouse, where the station’s s supply and fiscal business 
will be conducted. Rail and truck unloading facilities, automatic 
sprinkler fire protection, and necessary utilities are included with this 
item. We estimate the station’s requirement is 122,385 square feet 
of general storehouse space and 12,000 square feet of space for the 
supply office. The balance of the space required will be included in a 
future program. 

The 12th line item is the administration building, estimated to cost 
$518,000. This will provide a 2-story masonry structure of 14,200 
square feet floorspace for use by the 103 officers, enlisted, and 
civilian staff, estimated to be required for administration of 
the station. Evaporative cooling, collateral equipment, including 
cryptographic equipment, vehicle ‘parking space, and utilities are in- 
cluded as parts of this line item. 

The next three items, Mr. Chairman, are for accommodations for 
station military personnel. The first of these is to provide seven 252- 
man barracks buildings, with the necessary bunks, lockers, and utili- 
ties, at the estimated cost of $3,910,000. These buildings w ill be stand- 
ard barracks, 3 stories, 34 feet wide by 216 feet long, and will have 
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evaporative cooling. We estimate that, of the 5,358 enlisted base load- 
ing, 626 will be married and occupy family housing in the planned 
Capehart development. This leaves a requirement for 4,732 barracks 
spaces. This item will provide space for 1,764 enlisted men. The 
remaining 2,968 spaces for accommodating enlisted men will be pro- 
gramed in the future. 

The next item is also an essential accommodation for the enlisted 
men. It is the messhall, estimated to cost $1,435,000. This will pro- 
vide for construction of an irregular-shaped, masonry and steel, single- 
story structure of approximately 49,700 square feet of floorspace. A 
number of the enlisted personnel will be on leave, on the sicklist, or on 
duty during the regular periods in which meals are served. Conse- 
quetly, on the basis of experience, the messhall will be designed to 
serve approximately 3,900 men, or about 82 percent of the barracks 
capacity. The cafeteria portion of the messhall will have a seating 
capacity of 1,200, so that it will be necessary to have slightly more 
than 3 seatings per meal. 

The third item of the facilities for personnel support is the bachelor 
oflicers’ quarters at the estimated cost of $1,181,000. The officer base 
loading is 786, of which normally about 60 percent would be married 
and occupy Capehart family housing. The remaining 40 percent, or 
about 315 officers, would require bachelor accommodations. This item 
is for a 3-story, masonry BOQ of 150-man capacity. The remainder 
of the requirement, BOQ spaces for 165 officers, will be programed 
in the future. 

The 16th line item for this station is a Navy exchange at the esti- 
mated cost of $226,000. A facility is required at this relatively isolated 
station to provide a service to the military and dependent personnel 
similar to that provided a civilian community by the corner drugstore 
and a small department store. This would be the retail-store section 
of the Navy exchange facility where small articles of general necessity 
could be purchased, such as toothbrushes, shaving equipment, and 
clothing. The building will be a single-story structure, 60 feet wide 
by 190 feet long. A small storehouse of about 2,200 square feet floor 
area is also required to complete the facility, but this will be included 
in a future program. The space requirement for the Navy exchange 
is in accord with Department of Defense criteria for welfare facilities. 

Item No. 17 is for provision of outdoor recreation facilities at the 
cost of $100,000. These facilities are needed for two purposes, each of 
equal importance. The availability of wholesome facilities of this 
type is a definite builder of good morale. They also serve the military 
need for personnel to retain good physical condition. This item will 
provide about half of the outdoor recreation facilities required for 
the completed station. It will include a combination baseball-football 
field and basketball, volleyball, badminton, tennis, and handball courts, 
and softball diamonds. The remaining requirements will be pro- 
gramed in the future. 

The next item is for the second increment of utilities and services 
at the estimated cost of $796,000. This will provide for construction of 
the heating plant for the administrative area of the station and will 


include an auxiliary generator, steam, and compressed-air distribution 
lines and gas mains. 
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The final line item for Naval Air Station, Lemoore, is the second 
increment for construction of station roads at the estimated cost of 
$156,000. The first increment authorized last year was for construction 
of the primary roads for the station. This item will provide for con- 
struction of 24-feet-wide secondary roads to service the buildings 
included in this program. 

The CuHamman. When was this base established ? 

Admiral Args. It has not been established yet, sir. Ground is just 
about to be broken for building the first runway, sir. The bids were 
received the early part of last month, sir, and they are just about to 
be let, sir. 

The Cuamman. Lemoore Field has not been established ? 

Admiral Aies. No, sir, it has not been established. It is planned to 
put this field in operation in 1961, sir. 

Mr. Keiiener. Previous authorizations have been granted for the 
field, Mr. Chairman, but it is not completed yet. 

The Cuatrman. As a matter of fact, this is not a new item in the 
bill. 

Admiral A1tes. No, sir. 

Mr. KetienHer. It is not. 

Admiral Artes. No, sir. 

The Cuarrman. When was the first item in the bill with reference 
to Lemoore ? 

Admiral Aires. 2 years ago, in 1957, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuairman. That is right. 

Then it is not a new base in the sense that you are stating about it 
now ¢ 

Admiral Atres. No, sir. 

Mr. Witson. Mr. Chairman, I think they are dedicating it later 
this month, if I am not mistaken. 

Admiral Armes. Later this month they are going to have a ground- 
breaking. 

The Caamman. W hat is the main military purpose ? 

Admiral Ares. It is a master jet station, sir. This is where the 
carrier groups from the fleet are based, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Qh, I understand it; that is right. 

Admiral Aixs. Yes, sir. 

The Cuamman. The jets fly from the carriers over to Lemoore. 

Admiral Atrrs. Yes, sir. 

The CuatrMan. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Now, the next one 

Mr. Wirson. Mr. Chairman, I have a proposed amendment, follow- 
ing line 13 on page 18. 

We have a critical operational problem out at North Island, one the 
Navy has been concerned about for about 2 years now. 

[ have an amendment to provide some operational facilities at the 
naval air station in North Island. 

The problem is that the large carriers can’t get in close to North 
Island to be able to take their aircraft aboard from an overhaul and 
repair facility there, and they want to provide a dock so the large 

carriers can come aboard. 

I think Admiral Ailes has some further information on that. 
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The CuHarrman. Admiral, what do you have to say in regard to this 
item ¢ 

a Ass. This project is one that we have been in great need 
of, sir. 

We have these large carriers of the Forrestal class and the Midway 
conversions, that draw so much water they can’t get into San Diego 
Bay, and when they are operating down there and have planes that 
they have to unload, they must anchor 5 miles at sea and we have to take 
barges out to them to cake the planes off and take the people off. They 
can’t get closer to the landing than 5 miles. 

The Cuarmman. Mr. Kelleher will you read the language of the 
propose amendment ? 

Mr. Ke: ener. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Gavin. Just a minute, if it is such an important item, why isn’t 
it incorporated in this recommendation you make here in the bill? 

Admiral Anes. It wasn’t 

Mr. Gavin. You bring it in here now. It should have been in here. 
You say it is impcrtant and no doubt it is. 

Admiral Airgs. (t wasn’t received 

Mr. Gavin. Why wasn’t it considered for inclusion in this authoriza- 
tion bill here now ? 

Admiral Atrs. It wasn’t received in time, Mr. Gavin. We just 
have been working it up the last couple of months. 

Mr. Gavin. You don’t mean to tell me that this condition just de- 
veloped recently ? 

Mr. Wison. Well, it was pointed up, Mr. Gavin, this spring when 
the Midway had problems during storms there in trying to take aircraft 
aboard. They had several losses and the Navy has been working on 
it,as I say. Admiral Pride, who is the commander of the Naval Air 
Force Pacific, whose headquarters is in San Diego—this is a project 
that he is very much interested in and very anxious to have. 

Mr. Gavin. Then the admiral ought to have been on the alert and 
see it was in here, rather than bringing it up here as a separate item at 
this time. 

The CuarrMan. I think 

Mr. Gavin. I have no objection to it. 

The Cuarrman. Read the language now. Is this for dredging? 

Admiral Attes. For dredging and a marginal wharf right inside 
the point there, at San Diego, on North Island. 

The Cuarrman. That would make available, then, carriers coming 
in the bay in a storm and to unload ? 

Admiral Args. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Wixson. It is to tie up and really to take off in a minute’s notice 
in an emergency. 

The Cuairman. And this developed in view of the fact that some 
carriers operating in that vicinity last year could not get in the bay? 

Admiral Artes. That is right, sir. 

The Cuarrman. And that forced you to reach a decision as to the 
necessity ? 

Admiral Artrs. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. And the only reason it is not included in this bill 
is due to the fact that you did not have all the information at that 
time, in the bill that was presented last year ? 

Admiral Artes. That is right, sir. 
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The Cuarrman. Now let’s read the language. 

Mr. Keiiener. Yes. On page 18, following line 13, add a new 
item as follows: 

Naval Air Station, North Island, San Diego, Calif. Operational facilities, 
$7 million. 

Mr. Harpy. Could I ask one question about that, Mr. Chairman? 

The CuHatrmMan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. Either the Navy or maybe the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia can answer it. 

I presume a great deal of this would be involved in dredging? 

Admiral Artes. Mainly in dredging, yes, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. How much of a problem is it to maintain deep water 
there ? 

Admiral Artes. Not too difficult, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. Have you any experience in that regard ? 

Admiral Ares. Oh, yes, sir, quite a bit. 

The CHarrman. Without objection, the item is agreed to. Now 
the next line item in reference to California is 

Mr. Ketiener. Top of page 19, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHarrman. Oh, yes. 

Now, members ef the committee, on page 19, line 4, Naval Air 
Facilities, Andrews Air Force Base—— 

Mr. Kettener. Line 1, sir. Line 1 is the first—California, there. 

The CuarrmMan. Oh, yes. 

Mr. Krrontn. Yes, Marine Corps, at Santa Ana, Calif., operational 
and training facilities, $2,158,000. 

What kind of a Marine activity ? 

Admiral Armes. This is the west coast main base of the Marine 
Corps helicopters which the Marines use in all of their vertical en- 
velopment concept, sir. This is to provide aircraft parking, airfield 
lighting, road and drainage facilities, at an estimated cost of 
$2,158,000, sir. 

The final project in this group, Mr. Chairman, is at the west 
coast counterpart of the New River station—at the Marine Corps 
Air Facility, Santa Ana, Calif. Its major task is to support Air 
Fleet Marine Force Pacific units. 

The major activities supported by the station include 1 Marine 
helicopter transport group and 1 Marine air control squadron. The 
project proposed at this station is for construction of 289,000 square 
yards of aircraft parking apron together with 9,700 square yards of 
taxiway, airfield lighting, road and drainage facilities, at the esti- 
mated cost of $2,158,000. 

There is no adequate parking apron at this station. Helicopters 
park on the landing mat and in two hangars. The present base load is 
61 aircraft, but the proposed loading is 102, with the small, older type 
helicopters being replaced by new and larger modern types. The 
landing and takeoff characteristics of the new helicopters and mass 
takeoff and landing techniques will prohibit continued use of the mat 
for parking. The increase base loading will require more extensive 
use of the hangars for maintenance. Runway and taxiway lighting 
will also be provided. 

The final line item of the project is for land acquisition at Webster 
Field at the estimated cost of $187,000. The land is required to per- 
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mit extension of 1 runway from 5,000 to 8,000 feet and to provide the 
standard overrun and safety clearance of 3 000 feet beyond the end of 
the runway. In order that this may be done, we propose to acquire 
approximately 300 acres in fee and flight clearance easements over an 
additional 140-acre area. 

The Cuairman. Without objection, this item is approved. 

Now, before we get away from it, how many more helicopter bases 
have we for the Navy? 

Admiral Artes. We have two main helicopter bases for the Marines, 
sir. One is on the west coast, at Santa Ana, which works with the 
Marine Corps base, Camp Pendleton, the big Marine base there, and 
one at New River, on the east coast, which works with the big Marine 
base right there as Camp Lejeune. 

The Crarrman. Does the Navy have any helicopters and have bases 
for them ? 

Admiral Aings. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Now where are the Navy bases ? 

Admiral AiLes. We have only one Navy base that is strictly for 
helicopter and that is at Ream Field, just south of San Diego. 

The Cuarrman. You do not have one on the east coast ? 

Admiral Artes. No, sir. 

The Cuatmrman. Then you have only one base for the Navy on the 
west coast, in California ? 

Admiral Artes. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. And then you have two bases for the Marines ? 

Admiral Attzs. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. One in California and one where? 

Mr. Durnam. North Carolina. 

The Cuatrman. North Carolina. 

Admiral Artes. North Carolina, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Now why is there not some necessity for one on the 
east coast somewhere ¢ 

Admiral Aites. They use the regular services of the air stations 
otherwise. 

The Cuarrman. I see. 

Admiral Aires. Helicopters are not separate. 

The Cuarrman. I see. Why could they not use the airfields on the 
west coast ? 

Admiral Airs. They have a big concentration of them in San 
Diego where they are used in connec tion with tar get 

The Cuamman. Without objection, the item is s agreed to. 

Now the next item, members of the committee—we should change 
back to Towers Field, instead of Andrews Air Force Base. 

Mr. Ketxiener. I believe it will read, Mr. Chairman— 








Naval Air Facility, Towers Field, Andrews Air Force Base, Camp Springs, 
Maryland. 

The CuatrmMan. That is right. 

Mr. Durnam. What page 1s that? 

Mr. Ketiener. That is page 19, line 4 

The CuHarrmMan. We are merely changing that name. The com- 
mittee called that field in honor of. Admiral Tow ers. 

Mr. Ketiener. There are other changes in that item, too, Mr. 
Chairman. 
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The CHarMan. We are reducing that amount / 

Mr. Keriener. That has already been done. 

The Cuatrman. All right. 

Mr. Ketiener. But the other changes: On line 8, the words, “And 
real estate” would be stricken, and on lines 8 and 9, the words “aux- 
iliary landing field, Webster Field,” would be stricken. 

The Cuamrman. That is r ight. 

Mr. Keiiener. And the language inserted, “Air Station, Patuxent, 
so as to read “Naval Air Station, Patuxent River.” 

The CuarrMan. It does not change the amount of money ? 

Mr. Ketiener. That is right. 

The CuarrmMan. But it changes the names. 

Mr. Keiiener. Yes, sir. 

The CuatrMan. Is that satisfactory to the Department ? 

Admiral Aires. Yes, sir; it is. It is a much better solution to the 
item. Nochange in price. 

Mr. Lanxkrorp. No land acquisition involved. 

The CHatrMan. No land acquisition involved. 

Mr. Kevieuer. That is right, sir. 

Mr. Durnam. Why was it named Andrews, in the first place? Does 
anybody know / 

fr. Lanxrorp. Andrews is an Air Force base, but this is the 
Towers Air Force Facility at Andrews. 

Mr. Duruam. Where did the name, Andrews, come from? Tlie 
Army, Navy or Air Force / 

Mr. Kewiener. Air Force. 

The CHamman. You see this is a joint field. 

Mr. Duruam. Now we change over to Navy. 

Mr. Keviener. Just a portion of it. 

The Cuarrman. It is still Andrews Field, but Towers is part of it. 

Mr. Kircutn. It is Towers Field at Andrews. 

The Cuamman. The next one is the Naval Air Missile Test Cent 
Point Mugu, Calif., $13,841,000. What have you to say to justify that 
item ? 

Admiral Arties. Mr. Chairman, the second project is for the Naval 
Air Missiles Test Center, Point Mugu, Calif. It includes 25 line items 
at the estimated cost of $15,841,000. The mission of the center is to 
conduct tests and evaluation of guided missiles; train specified per 
sonnel and nucleus fleet units in preparation, maintenance and op- 
eration of new guided missiles: provide technical services support. for 
fleet activities designated to assist the center in its test and evaluation 
mission ; and opreate aerodynamic test equipment. 

The proposed project is needed for the operation of the Pacific mis 
sile range which will be under general Navy management, but in which 
all the services are involved and will require Navy support. 

The first two line items are to be provided at the Cooke Air Force 
Base, the northern portion of the former Army Camp Cooke, for 
living accommodations for naval officers, enlisted men, and civilians. 
These facilities will be constructed at this location in the interest of 
economy since the Air Force will provide for its base and also make 
available for use by the Navy, the basic roads, utilities, and com- 
munity facilities. 
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Barracks and messhall will be constructed at the estimated cost of 
$570,000 to take care of 332 men of the planned load of 650 men. The 
barracks will consist of 2 standards, 2-story 166-man structures. The 
messhall will be built with the same capacity as the barracks but will 
be designed for ready expansion to meet future needs. 

The other personnel facility is for rehabilitation of an existing 
Air Force building for bachelor officers’ quarters at the estimated cost 
of $247,000. The Air Force has made one of the old Army buildings 
available to the Navy for rehabilitation as a bachelor officers’ quarters. 

We are examining this building to determine its structural condi- 
tion and suitability for the purpose. If it is not structurally sound, a 
new bachelor officers’ quarters building will have to be constructed to 
meet the requirement. The immediate need, which the proposed line 
item is intended to statisfy, is to provide bachelor quarters for 78 of- 
ficers and 30 civilian scientists and engineers. 

The next six line items are at the southern portion of the former 
Army Camp Cooke, just north of Point Arguello, which is under 
Navy control. The first of these is for a tracking and photo facility 
at the estimated cost of $173,000. To obtain maximum data from 
missile firings it is mandatory to have photographic coverage of events 
during the firings. 

This facility will provide precision roof camera mounts and pre- 
cision tracks for mobile cameras from a protected enclosure to open 
pads for the required photo coverage. The item will also include 
a dust-free concrete block building, 68 feet wide by 100 feet long, as a 
camera repair and calibration shop 1 in which will be serviced the 1 many 
types of cameras required for both direct recording of missile launc h- 
ings and indirect recording of radar scope presentations. 

Item No. 2 is for technical shops at the estimated cost of $435,000. 
A facility is needed for housing heavy industrial-type machine equip- 
ment. for the maintenance, repair, and fabrication of parts associated 
with the missile test program. ‘This item will provide the needed fa- 
cility by construction of a single story, 50- by 150-foot steel-frame, 
metal-covered shop structure, Collateral equipment and connecting 
utilities will be included. 

The next item is a supply department facility to cost $180,000. 

Spare parts and consumable supplies must. be stored for the men and 
eqtupment in the Point Arguello operation. The item includes a sup- 
ply receiving and shipping warehouse having 21,000 square feet of floor 
area; a 2,000-square-foot building for storage of flammable materials; 
a 2.000-square-yard pad for open storage; a fence around the storage 
yard to prevent pilferage; and the necessary utilities. 

The fourth line item for Point Arguello is for construction of a 
cafeteria at re estimated cost of $100,000. It is planned to have ap- 
proximately 1,200 civilian personnel, in addition to the military per- 
sonnel, working) in this area in support of the extended range. Since 
no commercial facilities are available within reasonable driving dis- 
tance, this would be the only facility capable of providing restaurant- 
type service to the civilians as well as military pe srsonnel on commuted 
rations. It will be a masonry building of 3,770 square feet of floor 
space. Collateral equipment and utilities will be included to make it 
a usable facility. 
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The fifth item will provide the roads and utilities at the estimated 
cost of $123,000, to provide basic services in the administrative and 
undeveloped outlying areas in suport of the structures included in this 
program and the functions to be carried out at Point Arguello. The 
utilities to be provided include electric power and distribution lines, 
sewerage, water system, telephone system, and roads. 

The sixth line item at Point Arguello is for a security fence at the 
estimated cost of $167,000. This will provide for installation of an 
8-foot-high chain-link fence 35,200 linear feet in length. This is 
needed for perimeter security of various areas scheduled for develop- 
ment at Point Arguello. 

There are 14 line items included in this project for the main base at 
Point Mugu. The first item is for improvements to fuel storage sys- 
tem at the estimated cost of $246,000. It includes install: ation of 2 
new 4,000-barrel-capacity tanks, rehabilitation of existing tanks of 
10,800-barrell capacity, for storage of jet fuel; truc kloading docks; 
receiving stations ; and the necessary utilities. 

We have a minimum requirement for 15,900 barrels of storage 
capacity to supply 10 days fuel to the 68 jet aircraft to be at the main 
base, plus 3,500 barrels of aviation gasoline. The proposed project 
will meet this minimum need. 

Item No. 2 is an addition to the communication building at the 
estimated cost of $201,000. The existing telephone system has tie-ins 
to San Nicolas Island, about 50 miles offs shore, and other islands of the 
sea test range. The need for the proposed increase stems from the 
addition of the Camp Cooke areas to the operations of the center and 
the requirement to communicate with personnel in those areas. This 
item will provide for a 42-foot-wide by 61-foot-long extension of the 
existing telephone exchange building and the installation of addi- 
tional 400 lines of automatic equipment, maintenance space for elec- 
tronics-type ground communication, and minor spaces for related 
needs. 

Item No. 3 is for modification of communication system at the esti- 
mated cost of $203,000. It will provide for installation of 23.5 miles 
of communication cable and duct work for operational command 
circuits necessary for conducting missile tests, data transmission, 
communication, and timing control. 

Since the initial installation of the system, expanded operations, 
new equipment installations, and new facilities require service beyond 
existing capabilities. Near maximum use of existing cable-plant fa- 
cilities “precludes cable pair assignments to meet the expanding re- 
quirements. The proposed installation will allow for reasonable 
expansion to meet foreseeable needs. 

The fourth item is for construction of a hangar at the estimated 
cost of $1,990,000. It will be of modular design and provide open 
hangar space, shop and office space totaling 5 2.8 10 square feet. ‘The 
expanded and accelerated work in the field of research, development, 
and test of guided missiles has created the requirement for addi- 
tional hangar space for maintenance and test evaluation of aircraft 
assigned to this center for use in this work. 

The fifth item is for construction of four missile-handling build- 
ings, each 39 feet by 52 feet, at the estimated cost of $244,000. The 
service building requirement for missile projects calls for buildings 











7687 


to be constructed in pairs. The current workload requires two sets. 
One building will serve for ordnance assembly and the other for ready 
service storage or additional warhead and fuse assembly. Each build- 
ing is designed to accommodate a 10-ton monorail hoist mounted on 
the steel roof fr: uning. Present project schedules overtax existing 
space to the extent that it is necessary to violate basic ordnance safety 
regulations in order to get as much of the work done as possible. 

Item No. 6 is for construction of 2 additions to the Instrumentation 
Building at a cost of $532,000. Each addition is for a special func- 
tion—one will be a 2-story structure, the other will be single- -story 
and, together will provide an increase of 22,800 square feet in air- 
conditioned equipment space, laboratory space and office space. It 
is required to relieve the overcrowded Range Instrumentation Build- 
ing to perform two expanded functions, telemetry receiving and data 
processing. 

If the additional space is not provided, the personnel at the center 
will be unable to receive the telemetered data available from e: ach 
missile operation, thus requiring the expenditure of additional mis- 
siles; and they will be unable to process the required data into usable 
information in time periods required for the successful completion of 
the Eee. 

The seventh item is for construction of an altitude and shock facility 
at the estimated cost of $409,000. It will provide for the modification 
of and addition to one-half of an existing warehouse, including instal- 
lation of a 40-foot wide gantry crane, an altitude testing chamber and 
seismic masses. The facility is required to subject components of 
guided-missile systems and small air-to-air guided missiles to shock 
and vibration at environments simulating altitudes at which the mis- 
siles are to be flown, thus establishing a greater knowledge of per- 
formance expectancy prior to flight tests. 

There are no facilities at the center or at private plants capable 
of doing this job. However, resources available at the center will 
be utilized for assisting in accomplishment of the task, such as digital 
and analogue computers, 3-axis flight table to simulate missile per- 
formance, a pressure tank for use as the altitude chamber and the 
warehouse space. 

The eighth line item is a component test building estimated to 
cost $1,778,000. It is for construction of a single-story steel frame 
building with asbestos-cement siding, ee feet wide by 460 feet long, 
divided into 3 general areas—an office area, an engineering and lab- 
oratory area, and a division work area hav ig 25 feet unobstructed 
ceiling clearance. The building will be air- conditioned and will 
properly protect the $6 million worth of delicate technical equipment 
used for testing guided-missile components. 

The next item is for an explosive ordnance operating building to 
cost $35,000. Ground testing of missiles must be done prior to launch- 
ing. For this purpose an ordnance-type weatherproof building will 
be provided to accommodate assembly, disassembly, inspection, re- 
working and modifying explosive ordnance components. The static 
firing of launching configur: ation and the subjecting of missiles to 
launching environmental tests is now being done at the center in open 
areas or in several buildings which have other primary uses and which 
do not meet explosive safety standards. 














7628 


Some parts of the ground testing cannot be performed in these de- 
centralized and hazardous facilities and, due to poor working con- 
ditions, the accuracy of much test data is suspect. The proposed 
item for construction of a building having 650 square feet of floor 
area, will satisfy the requirement. 

The 10th item is for the range-operations building estimated to cost 
$720,000. This will be a 62 feet wide by 100 feet long, 2-story addi- 
tion to the flight test control building. It will be air conditioned 
to provide optimum operation of technical and electronic equipment 
to be installed as part of this line item. 

Extensive utility additions, mainly electric power, will also be 
included. The added floor space will accommodate additional com- 
muncation and aircraft control equipment and data display to support 
operations within the extended missile range. In addition to ex- 
panded communication control, the building will house the signal 
distribution system for the instrumentation radar system, central dis- 
plays for range surveillance and status information, operation control 
over all range areas, and will be used in the monitoring and control 
of the automatic vectoring control system. 

The 11th line item is for a rocket-motor test facility at the estimated 
cost of $364,000. It is needed to provide a basic capability for testing 
and evaluating liquid and solid propellant engines being delivered 
and scheduled for delivery for firing at the Pacific missile range. 
The existing JATO pit being used as a makeshift facility does not 
permit complete nor safe testing. The proposed line item will provide 
a 50 feet by 100 feet pacino, Mr structure containng 2 test cells, 
instrumentation, and including utilities, to perform the required 
testing. 

Item No. 12 is for a sea-level climatic simulation facility at the esti- 
mated cost of $1,652,000. It will provide a 100 foot by 110 foot hangar- 
type building housing an insulated simulation chamber 60 feet by 
100 feet and laboratory equipment, which alone, will cost $1,115,000. 

The climatic environments which will be simulated will cover ex- 
treme ranges of weather, including temperatures, rains, snows, fogs, 
and winds. The facility is needed to perform ground tests on guided- 
missiles weapons systems to reduce the expensive practice of evaluating 
systems by flight-test operations. With rapidly advancing, costlier 
missile programs under evaluation, serviceability and _ reliability 
aspects of missiles operating under extreme conditions can no longer 
be left exclusively to flight tests, but must be thoroughly ground 
checked, leaving only the final proofing to flight crews. The only 
other facility which could accomplish this work—at Elgin Air Force 
Base in Florida—requires scheduling on a 3-month basis, which would 
prohibitively delay the Navy’s program. 

The 13th item is for Marine detachment facilities at a cost of 
$441,000. The Marine detachment provides security forces for the 
center. Living accommodations now available in barracks and family 
quarters total 2,059. With 2,400 enlisted men assigned to the center, 
of whom 191 are Marines, there is a deficiency of barracks capacity 
for 341 men. 

We propose, under this item, to construct a 2-story combination 
barracks for 135 Marine enlisted men and administrative building. 
It will include space for administrative offices, classrooms, enlisted 
men’s dormitories, guardroom, quartermaster’s office and storage, gen- 
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eral storage, noncommissioned officers’ dormitories and living room, 
armory, cell room, toilets, and utilities. 

The final item for the main base is for beach erosion control at 
the estimated cost of $1,425,000. The breakwater and piers at Port 
Hueneme, acquired by the Navy at the time of acquisition of this 
base, have created an erosion problem generally affecting the entire 
coastline including Port Hueneme and privately owned land between 
Port Hueneme and the missile test center. The shoreline at the center 
has eroded to the point of loss of five magazines and the anticipated 
loss of additional magazines and a portion of the northeast-southwest 
runway. 

The entire problem has been studied by the Army engineers who 
plan to dredge an area to be used as a county harbor and to deposit 
the dredged material along the beaches to act as an erosion buffer. 
On analysis of benefit to the various parties concerned, the Navy’s 
share of the program is estimated at 19 percent. We understand the 
Army engineers and Ventura County are budgeting in fiscal year 1959 
for their portions. The proposed line item represents the Navy’s 
portion of the total. Also, a sand trap will be constructed at the 
harbor entrance to facilitate the bypassing of sand past the entrance 
to the Port Hueneme Harbor, thereby providing future protection 
of the beach at the missile center. 

The last three line items of this project are to be constructed on 
San Nicolas Island which lies about 50 miles off the California coast 
west of Point Nugu. An important part of the instrumentation of 
the Pacific missile range is located on this island. It must be fully 
equipped to function as a control and observation center for tests of 
air-to-air and surface-to-air missiles launched from or in the 
vicinity of the island, as well as missiles launched from Point Arguello. 

The first of these three items is for a range operations building ad- 
dition at the estimated cost of $162,000. This building addition is 
needed to house additional communication and aircraft control equip- 
ment, data display, and supplementary equipment for the radar, 
range surveillance, and control systems to support the increased oper- 
ations within the missile ranges. The proposed construction will 
provide a 50 feet by 58 feet single story addition to the existing range 
operations building, together with the necessary collateral equip- 
ment and utilities. 

The final line item of this project is for construction of bachelor 
quarters for enlisted men and civilians on San Nicolas Island at 
the estimated cost of $978,000. The facilities on the island are manned 
continuously by personnel who are rotated or brought to the main- 
land periodically. These personnel are housed on the island in ex- 
isting barracks having a capacity of 317 men. 

Two hundred and seventeen of these spaces are in eleven deteriorated, 
substandard, wood frame barracks, which present fire and health 
hazards. We propose to raze these buildings and replace them by 
2 single-story, H-shaped, concrete block structures, each 118 feet by 
221 feet in overall dimension, and each having a capacity for accom- 
modating 100 men. 

These personnel include officers, enlisted men, and civilians of var- 
ous grades and rates of professional, technical, nonprofessional, and 
day laborer classifications. .There will be a requirement for hous- 
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ing 400 men. The 1 existing adequate barracks building plus the 
2 proposed by this line item will provide nominal capacity for 300. 
Because of the isolation and lack of community facilities, we intend 
to provide only bachelor personnel accommodations on the island. 

The Cuamman. When did we establish Point Mugu? 

Admiral Attes. Point Mugu was established in 1945, sir. 

The Cuarrman. How much have we invested there ? 

Admiral Amegs. About $49 million. 

The Cuarrman. What is th complement of Navy personnel there ¢ 

Admiral Ates. Over 10,000, sir. 

The Cuatrman. This is one of our main bases, your test centers? 

Admiral Atzes. This is our principle missile center in the Navy, sir. 

The CHamman. Without objection, the item is agreed to. Now the 
next one is on line 23: Naval Supply Center, Oakland, Calif., $146,000. 
What isa naval supply center? 

Admiral Amzs. Mr. Chairman, this is a project for—an alteration 
to an existing building, for installation of electronic data processing 
machines, at an estimated cost of $146,000. 

The supply center at Oakland is a group of supply depots—aviation 
supply, and ship supply, and supply of various sort—the principal 
supply group to the whole Pacific area, sir. 

The Cuarman. And that is at Oakland ? 

Admiral Amgs. At Oakland, yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Where are the supply centers on the east coast? 

Admiral Artes. The main supply center on the east coast is at Nor- 
folk, Va., although there are other supply depots. 

Mr. Gavin. Did you hear that, Mr. Hardy? [Laughter. ] 

Mr. Gavin. He is talking about the supply center on the east coast. 
There is one at the east coast and it is at Norfolk. 

Mr. Harpy. It certainly is and it is an awfully good one. 

The CuatrmMan. Now the next is on page 20: Marine Corps facili- 
ties, Barstow, Calif. 

Admiral Ates. General Allen is here and will speak to the Marine 
facilities, sir. 

The Cuarrman. All right, General. 

Admiral Aires. We haven’t covered any of those facilities. 

The Cuatrman. This isasupply center for the Marine Corps. 

General Atten. Thank you very much, sir. 

Mr. Chairman, I have a short statement that I would like to read 
with respect to the Marine Corps projects that are in the 1959 au- 
thorization bill. 

The Cuatrman, All right. 

General Aten. The fiscal year 1959 military construction author- 
ization program for the Marine Corps is composed of 11 line items with 
a total valuation of $6,495,000. This program is designed to meet two 
basic objectives : . 

(1) To provide minimum facilities for housing; to improve in- 
adequate or overloaded utilities systems and to increase maintenance 
capability of supporting establishments. 

(2) To increase combat readiness of the Marine Corps by providing 
additional training facilities. 

This program has been divided into four broad categories. The 
number of line items with the dollar value of each is as follows: 
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Twenty-five percent of the program will provide 6 items for main- 
tenance and repair valued at $1,640,000; 61 percent of the program 
will provide 2 items for housing and related utilities valued at 
$3,978,000 ; 10 percent of the program will provide 2 items for increas- 
ing combat training facilities valued at $637,000; 4 percent of the 
program will provide 2 water wells for additional conservation of 
natural resources by permitting existing wells to be rested, at a value 
of $240,000, 

The items programed will provide facilities at six major activities 
as follows: 


Marine Corps: 


Supply Center, Barstow, Calif... _ gi cilpcicbalasartie eave ededan copa bagi Ma as $280, 000 
Teeerass Frees, TOTTs: TRU, Be ican nckimcieiswiinimctiammaeocta 462, 000 
RO Ray UNO, ni ance esse ene eat 5, 188, 000 
BCRGGie. GAINEIO, Villines eae eudbondakeoheeee 168, 000 
mecrai, 130p0L, Baw Tee, CaM ue os on ke cece 206, 000 
Pane, Twentyaise Pein, Cant pintceetaccnas crews oceee 141, 000 

TE iiincenn titans inde danink otasddedentaaiceatebiean ee eke 6, 495, 000 


The Cuatrman. Now, General, there is one question I want to get 
some information for the record about, which is with refrence to the 
Marine Corps base at Camp Pendleton. Has the water situation 
been satisfactorily adjusted ? 

Now the committee has been holding up any large expenditure at 
Camp Pendleton on account of the water situation. 

Now, what is the situation with reference to it today ? 

General Atten. Mr. Chairman, I have prepared a special state- 
ment with respect to the water situation at Camp Pendleton. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

General Atten. Which I would like to read, if I may. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

General ALLEN. This is a statement with respect to the water prob- 
lem at Camp Pendleton. We have summarized this matter from the 
beginning to inform the committee of its current status. My state- 
ment is divided into (1) History, giving a sequence of events and 
the nature of the pending litigation and (2) Current Situation, giv- 
ing the present posture of the case and the course we expect it will 
follow. 

The Cuatrman. All right. Let’s hear it. This is very important, 
members. 

General Auten. The history: Three naval installations are in- 
volved: Camp Pendleton; naval ammunition depot, Fallbrook; naval 
hospital. These naval installations were activated in 1941-42 and 
are permanent establishments. 

The principal source of water for these installations is the Santa 
Margarita River although some of Camp Pendelton is served from 
other watersheds to the extent possible. 

The area is semiarid with an overall shortage of water. There is 
increasing competition for the limited water that is available. The 
prior owners of Camp Pendleton had earlier engaged in extensive 
water litigation with the other prinicpal large landholder in the 
watershed, the Vail Ranch. 

The result was a stipulated dividing all the waters of the river, one- 
thrid to Vail and two-thirds to Rancho Santa Margarita (Camp 
Pendleton) with specific reservations from the two-thirds share for 
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small landowners between the two large ranches. <A cardinal feature 
of this judgment was the requirement that Vail maintain a minimum 
flow in the stream for the benefit of the lower ranch during the irri- 
gation season. The United States in effect bought this water right 
along with the land and other water rights that were appurtenant to 
the Rancho Santa Margarita. 

Preceding our acquisition, the Rancho Santa Margarita gave the 
Fallbrook Public Utility District a revocable license to take a very 
smal] amount of water from the Santa Margarita above us for domes- 
tic purposes. The United States allowed this license to remain in 
effect after the acquisition. 

During World War IJ, there was no conflict of note on the Santa 
Margarita River. Immediately following the termination of hos- 
tilities, the military activities were greatly curtailed for about 3 years, 
while at the same time, the civilian economy began to boom with a 
corresponding increase in water needs. 

Private lawsuits began to be filed. Applications to the State to 
appropriate water were filed. Simple takings without right were 
begun. Fallbrook exceeded its revocable license and refused to limit 
itself to the amount granted. 

Inasmuch as the naval reservations involved own and occupy the 
entire watershed on beth sides of the stream for the last 19 miles of 
the stream before it reaches the Pacific Ocean, every increase in water 
use above us diminishes the amount of water reaching our lands. 

To protect the future of the naval reservations, it became an imue- 
diate necessity to evaluate the rights of the new and increased uses 
with relation to the rights of the United States. The Fallbrook 
license was canceled in 1948. Fallbrook continued to increase its 
diversions from the stream. Extensive negotiations toward agree- 
ment with Fallbrook failed. Some applic ations to appropriate were 
successfully opposed, but the diversions above us continued to increase. 

An appeal was made to the State engineer of the State of California 
to police the stream to the end that water users did not exceed their 
rights. The State engineer stated that the stream could not be policed 
until the many rights ‘had been adjudicated. Conditions continued to 
deteriorate with each of several claimants claiming or needing more 
than the entire flow of the stream. 

In November 1950, the Secretary of the Navy asked the Attorney 
General to take action to protect and preserve the water rights of the 
United States. 

In January 1951, the Attorney General instituted a suit to have these 
rights adjudicated and to protect them. 

This is a suit to quiet title to those valuable rights in the Santa 
Margarita River which the United States purchased and for which 
it paid a huge sum. This suit seeks to have the court define and 
declare the rights of all claimants to water on the stream. This suit 
does not and could not deprive anyone of his rights. 

One judge ruled (101 F. Supp. 298), that the action is simply one 
to have adjudicated rights to the use of water measured by the laws 
of the State of California; it is not a suit in which the United States 
is claiming any rights to the use of water by reason of its sovereignty. 

By stipulation, in November 1951, the United States and the State 
of California resolved the contentious questions which had arisen and 
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agreed to a free and full exchange of information respecting the 
litigation. 

In proceeding to adjudicate the stream, it was decided to first try 
the two large corporate would-be appropriators and exporters from 
the watershed, the Santa Margarita Mutual Water Co. and the Fall- 
brook Public Utility District, because of their unique position. The 
State of California joined in this trial. 

By a series of legal maneuvers, Fallbrook did not come to trial, 
but the United States won on all points against the Santa Margarita 
Mutual Water Co. and the State of California (108 F. Supp. 72; 
109 F, Supp. 28; 110 F. Supp. 28), both of whom appealed. 

The Court of Appeals for the Ninth Circuit overruled the district 
judge saying (235 F. 2d, 647) his final judgment was premature in 
that all claimants had not been heard and that no judgment should 
be entered as to any defendant or water right until all claimants in the 
watershed had their day in court. There was much discussion in 
this opinion, but there was no other ruling than that a judgment 
could not be entered as long as indispensable parties were not before 
the court. 

During the period covered by these trials and appeals, Fallbrook 
sought and obtained legislation designed to settle their controversy 
with the United States. This legislation, popularly called the Utt 
Act (Public Law 547, 83d Cong., 68 Stat. 575), would construct a 
dam on Camp Pendleton, inundating also a part of the naval ammu- 
nition depot, and specifies a division of water with Fallbrook. As 
actually enacted, this legislation was unsatisfactory to Fallbrook. 

Kighteen months of the past 2 years have been devoted to renewed 
efforts to settle the case. The last 6 months of negotiations were 
under court direction. The United States offered to follow the pattern 
of Public Law 547, 838d Congress, which was sponsored by several 
California Congressmen; this being the law of the land and the will 
of Congress. No settlement was reached. 

Implicit in the provisions of that act is the requirement that the 
water rights of the United States be determined. Such an adjudi- 
cation would be necessary as a point of departure for placing Public 
Law 547 in execution. 

It follows that the current litigation is in complete keeping with 
the intent of Public Law 547 and that the course prescribed by the 
act has not been compromised by the present litigation. In fact, once 
the litigation is completed, most of the conditional features of Public 
Law 547 will have been met and the parties will have known and 
firm bases for proceeding. 

During the past year, the Federal district court has been inter- 
mittently conducting pretrial proceedings for a new trial. 

The pretrial order affecting most of the larger defendants is nearly 
completed. 

During these pretrial proceedings, the court has given much con- 
sideration to ways and means of simplifying the procedures and in- 
curring a minimum of cost for the defendants, particularly those 
whose interests are relatively small. 

The court has adopted two basic policies: 

First, all costs of the trial court and special master will be ad- 
vanced by the United States, with the reservation that the court will 
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assess costs at the conclusion of the trial on the basis of findings. In 
other words, if a defendant has not invaded the rights of others, he 
would be blameless and therefore would not be assessed costs. 

Second, a special master has been ordered to start hearings with 
respect to the small defendants. It should be noted here that the 
number of defendants has increased because the United States Court 
of Appeals for the Ninth Circuit has stated: 

* * * it is in the nature of a plenary suit to settle the correlative right of 
everyone interested in the waters. The standard course in such a proceeding is 
to enter a decree setting up all the rights as of the same date (235 F. 2d 647). 

Controversies are not anticipated here. The work of the master 
will be generally in the nature of a factfinder to tabulate water rights 
and priorities, so that the court can ultimately correlate the rights of 
riparian owners with respect to each other and to appropriative 
claims. The master should start about May and complete about 
October of 1958. The master is to conduct his proceedings in the 
various areas of the watershed in a manner that will minimize the 
costs to these defendants. 

The court has set June 15, 1958, as the date when the trial is to 
commence against the major defendants. Completion is anticipated 
in October 1958. With the Fallbrook Public Utility District press- 
ing for immediate trial, no significant delays are foreseen. 

This new climate of “let’s get it done” has been reflected in the 
press of the area and in the public sentiment. 

All indications lead us to believe that the litigation involving 
Camp Pendleton’s water will be concluded during the fall of 1958 
and that the cloud on the Marine Corps’ title to water rights will 
have been removed. 

We earnestly request authorizations to proceed with the orderly 
redevelopment of Camp Pendleton. 

The Cuatrman. Thank you very much. 

General Auten. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. General. 

General Auten. I have some late information that I received from 
the area on the proceedings, particularly with respect to the small 
litigants. Over 100—over 200 parcels of land of the small litigants 
have been settled by stipulation, all parties agreeing. 

Now, that might reflect as many as four or five hundred or more of 
the so-called large number of litigants involved, because of trust 
deeds and the like. 

We feel that this case is proceeding with dispatch and there is 
good relationship between the parties to the trial and the small 
owners, particularly where the problem areas were being developed 
previously. The good public relations has been established, and it 
is proceeding in the proper manner. 

The Cuarrman. Thank you very much, General. 

I want to thank you particularly for giving somewhat a chrono- 
logical statement about the matter, which has disturbed the committee 
and disturbed us for a long time. 

It would be a more complete chronological statement if you had 
written in this that Congress passed a law denying the U nited States 
Government the right to use any naval officer, or even the Department 
of Justice, from their services being involved in the protection of the 
Government’s claim; isn’t that correct ? 
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General ALLEN. I apologize for not having that in there, sir. 

The Cnarrman. Well, isn’t that correct? 

General Arien. Yes, sir. 

The Cuamrman. Yes, sir. Now, how did we get rid of that statute ? 
I remember quite well that not one dollar of Federal money could be 
spent to employ a lawyer or even permit the Department of Justice 
to intervene in rep! ‘esenting the Government in this litigation. 

The only way in the world that the issue was considered by the court 
was by lawyers volunteering their service; isn’t that correct? 

General Atten. Mr. Chairman, may I make this statement? I am 
not sure of my grounds too well, but it brings to thought something 
else. 

I was under the impression, if my memory is correct, that that was 
a rider on the appropriation bill. 

The Cuarrman. That is right, but nevertheless it was the law. 

General ALLEN. That is right, it was the law. 

The Cuairman. It was in the law that not one dollar of Federal 
money could be used. It never happened in the history of this Govern- 
ment before, that Congress denied the right of the Government to 
prosecute a claim, by saying that no Fede1 ral money could be used to 
employ counsel. I was deeply concerned about it. I couldn’t do any- 
thing. Iwas overwhelmingly voted down on account of the enormous 
influence and pressure. 

Now—I just wanted to put that in the record. Now, you say that 
agreements have been reached with a great many claims. 

General ALLEN. Over 200 parcels. 

The Carman. All right. 

General ALLEN. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrrman. Now to what extent do they participate? To the 
extent that they are getting a sufficient amount of water to meet their 
demands and lessen the amount of water that goes to Pendleton ? 

General ALLEN. They are getting their rightful correlative share, 
Mr. Chairman, and they have indicated what their requirements are 
and they indicate what they have the capacity to use, and that in 
effect—— 

The Cuarrman. All right. After they dip out of the river what 
they want and everyone else, is there going to be enough water for 
Pendleton? That is the question that concerns the committee. 

General Aten. Mr. Chairman, may I state this? I personally 
feel that there is not sufficient water in southern California for any 
one person, any one agency or activity, if all of their requirements 
are fully exploited. 

It may be found when this litigation is over that the total amount 
of water that we require is not legally available to us in that stream. 
In that case, then we will have to come back to the Congress and ask 
for a project which we have preengineered and ask for imported 
water to supplement that amount of water that we will get from the 
water, which is our rightful share. 

Mr. Winson. Mr. Chairman, could I ask a question ? 

The Cramrman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Witson. This is not in my district, but I am quite familiar 
with the ground up there. 
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Now isn’t it true that adjacent to Camp Pendleton runs two aque- 
ducts which carry water from the Colorado River down to San Diego, 
for the metropolitan water company ¢ 

General Auten. There are 2 aqueducts, 1 in full operation now 
and the second one has been completed. 

Mr. Wirson. Financed by the Navy. These aqueducts were 
financed by the Navy. And, Mr. Chairman—— 

The Cuarrman. That is coming out of the All-American Canal. 

Mr. Witson. I know, but the point is there is no possibility for 
Camp Pendleton dying on the vine there, because it has a source of 
water, just as every other naval installation in California has, tying 
in with water from the Colorado River. 


The Cuarrman. Well 
General ALLEN. We have a statement from the metropolitan water 


district who control the water from the Colorado River serving south- 
ern California, that they will give us water on off season. ~ 

The Cuarmman. Off season ? 

General Auten. Off peak, which is not too good an agreement. 
But we have an underground storage basin, Mr. Chairman, that the 
water doesn’t evaporate from. We can take it on the off season and 
put it underground and pump it. Our requirements for water are 
protected there. 

The CuHarrman. Of course, you have to buy that water that comes 
from the All-American Canal, that is from the intake of the Colorado 
at Yuma, across the State of California and through the Imperial 
Valley, and comes on up in the neighborhood of San Diego and south- 
ern California. 

Now the Navy does purchase water today, does it not, for Camp 
Pendleton ¢ 

Mr. Witson. Not for Camp Pendleton, but for the other naval in- 
stallations in there. 

General ALLEN. That is right. 

The Cuamman. Then Camp Pendleton is entirely dependent on the 
water of Santa Margarita River / 

General Auten. At this time, that is correct. 

The CHarrMan. I want to call your attention to another thing. 
Listen to this. While all this litigation was going on, during the period 
covered by these trials and appeals, Fallbrook sought and obtained 
legislation designed to settle their controversy with the United States. 

How did they accomplish this? This would construct a dam on 
Camp Pendleton, inundating also a part of the naval ammunition 
depot, and specifies a division of water with Fallbrook. 
| Now Fallbrook and all that section of the river gets what they 
H want and what is left over goes to Pendleton. 

General Auten. I think when the litigation is settled, Mr. Chair- 
man, we will get our rightful share of water: 

The Cuarmman. What is our rightful share? We are under the as- 
sumption that all of it belongs to us. 

General ALLEN. No, sir, we are not on the assumption that all of it 
belongs to us. We can use, under California law, water that we can 


put to beneficial use. oad 
The Cuarrman. That is right. 
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General ALLEN. We think that to be about 12,000 acre-feet. The 
estimated amount of water in the stream, the annual average crop, 
should run between 23,000 and 27,000 acre-feet. So there is some excess 
or, under California law, unappropriated water. 

The Cuamman. Who has the first take, you or the riparian right 
owners up and down the stream ¢ 

General ALLEN. The riparian owners have first right. 

The CuHarman. That is right, exactly. He has the first take. What 
is left over goes to Pendleton. 

Mr. Witson. No, Pendleton is a riparian owner. 

The CHarmman. What? 

General ALLEN. We have certain prior rights, Mr. Chairman, that 
can’t be taken away from us by any subsequent appropriator, 

Mr. Witson. Right. Sure 

Mr. Keniiener. The United States bought them when they bought 
the ranch in the first place. 

The CHatrrmMan. But Fallbrook had a voice in it, too, because Fall- 
brook had already gone in there and had a contract prior to the Gov- 
ernment acquiring this property. 

Mr. Witson. Mr. Chairman, the only thing that Fallbrook is con- 
tending for is for the so-called flood waters that come in occasionally. 
The basic water rights are acquired by Camp Pendleton and are owned 
by the Government today. 

Mr. Gavin. Yes, but Camp Pendleton is below the city of Fallbrook. 
So Fallbrook comes first and they are going to take the water if they 
want it, and the more they grow and expand and the population in- 
creases 

The CHarrMan. Now 

Mr. Gavin. Let me continue. I listened to all of you for 10 minutes. 
As the population increases and the demands become greater, you are 
going to get less water at Pendleton, whether there is any laws or 
whether you like it or not. So why talk about it. If you had the first 
crack at it, it would be all right, but you aren’t getting the first crack. 
You are getting the second crack. 

Mr. Witson. That is not accurate. 

Mr. Gavin. That population out there is growing, expanding, and 
developing, and there is going to be more demands made upon it and, 
in my opinion, you are going to get less water, regardless of any laws. 

Mr. Wirson. Mr. Chairman, under California water law, no one can 
deny Camp Pendleton the basic right they have to the water they are 
entitled to, and they can’t put a dam and take it away from them, 
under California water law. So, Camp Pendleton is adequately pro- 
tected. We are having the Marine troops out there living in tar- 
paper shacks because this Congress has failed to build some facilities, 
because we have been waiting for this suit to be settled. Tt is just a 
crime that we haven’t gone ahead to provide these facilities. I think 
we ought 

The CuarrmMan. To correct on that point, when the Government 
acquired this property a prior contract had been entered into with the 
Fallbrook community, giving them certain rights, and we bought sub- 
ject to those rights; isn’t that correct ? 

General Atten. We bought those rights. 

Mr. Huppresron. It is a revocable license. We have those rights, 
and they can never be taken away from us. 
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Mr. Gavin. You haven’t the water. No matter how much rights, 
the question is: Why haven’t you got the water? You say you save 
the rights. Good. ‘But you haven ‘t, and can’t and are unable to get 
the w ater. 

The Cramman. Now, if 

Mr. Gavin. Tell us how you are going to get the water, even though 
you have the rights. 

General Auten. Mr. Gavin, I think—and I think I am supported 
by California law as I state this—that the law gives us the prior right 
over any appropriator. Fallbrook does not have any right to water 
except in the application that it has filed for un: ippropriated water. 
That is water in excess of the 12,000 acre-feet. What they are taking 
they are just facetiously saying around that that is excess. 

Mr. Gavin. Let me ask you a question. You si ay they are usurping 
water that does not belong, rightfully, to them / 

General ALLEN. They are. 

Mr. Gavin. How are you going to stop them? You tried, by law. 
It is in the courts. It has been hanging fire for several years. Tell 
me, in the event the court decides for you in your judgment and they 
continue to take the water, what are you going to do about it ? 

General ALLEN. Mr. Gavin, may I state it? The situation as it 
exists today—— . 

Mr. Gavin. Yes. 

General ALLEN. This winter we filled our underground water basin 
with the rains and runoff. In addition to that, we were not able to 
hold back some 40,000 acre-feet of water that went into the river— 
went into the ocean. That is the water that Fallbrook says that 60 
percent of it is theirs, or 40 percent of it is theirs, under the provision 
of Public Law 547. 

Mr. Gavin. And they are evidently taking it, too. 

Mr. Witson. No: they « can’t take it. 

General ALLEN. T hey can’t take it; it is gone. 

Mr. Witson. They are just talking about future water rights, and 
that will be settled by the suit. They are not taking any water. 

General ALLEN. When the 1 ights are established ‘and it is deter- 
mined there is enough water to support the expenditure of funds to 
build a dam 

Mr. Gavin. Do you think there is? 

General ALLEN. What is that ¢ 

Mr. Gavin. Do you think there is enough water / 

General ALLEN. I have my doubts about it, sir. 

Mr. Gavin. Yes; you said a few minutes ago the average yearly 
amount of water in the area—precipitation and so forth. How are 
you going to depend upon nature? You might run into 4 or 5 really 
dry years’out there, where you wouldn’t have any water at all. So, 
when you talk about average water, it 1s unde spend: ible. 

General Auten. Mr. Gavin, this past 7 years—this year is the first 
exception in 7 that we have had, what you would call a wet year, that 
water ran into the ocean that we couldn't stop. 

But each year we have had enough runoff. By properly husband- 
ing the water that came down the stream, we have been able to fill our 
underground water basin. Our underground water basins, properly 
pumped throughout the whole area of the underground water supply, 
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are such that we are able to carry through any dry season, and, as a 
matter of fact, much further than that. 

Mr. Witson. Don't you also have an insurance policy in the form 
of this aqueduct that can supply any future amount of water that 
you need to support Camp Pendleton ? 

General ALLEN. We do have. 

Mr. Witson. Here we have a big investment, of the Government, 
right now, and we are stymieing any improvements in it. 

The Cruarrman. How much have we invested at Camp Pendleton, 
including the cost of acquiring it? 

General ALLEN. $93 million. 

The Cuatrman. How many marines have we there / 

General Anten. About 34,000. 

The CuHarrman. That is a division headquarters on the west coast. 

General ALLEN. And some force troops, additional troops, and the 
base commander. 

The CuatrmMan. How close is Camp Pendleton to San Diego? 

General ALLEN. About 35 miles. 

The Cuarrman. And you have available to Camp Pendleton water 
from another source than from the Santa Margarita River ? 

General ALLEN. Yes, sir. Our reluctance to go into that program, 
Mr. Chairman 

The Cuarrman. What? 

General Auten. Our reluctance to go into that program until we 
found what our rights were in this water litigation is the fact that we 

can pump water from our own basins at about $12 to $14 an acre-foot 
and distribute it, rather than buying it from the Colorado River source 
at $42 an acre-foot. ‘ 

The CuatrmMan. That is right. Then you mean to say to the com- 
mittee that you will get water, if you win this case, costing around $14, 
against that which you would have to buy at $42? 

“General Auten. If there is a requirement over and above what the 
river will produce. We are not going to relinquish our rights on the 
river, ; 

Mr. Brooxs. Mr. Chairman. 

General, may L ask this question? Suppose this city grows and 
develops and increases its need of water and they, in doing that, rely 
upon the overage, that is, the excess of the surplus water that you 
-an’t retain behind the dam and which nor mally goes into the ocean— 
suppose it begins to rely upon that uncertain supply, what is going to 
happen if the supply is not available ? 

General ALLEN. They have no rights, Mr. Congressman. 

Mr. Brooxs. I know they have no— 

General Auten. They have to import their water. They are im- 
porting water now. 

Mr. Brooxs. How would they bring it in? You can’t let people 
famish for lack of water. What will happen ¢ 

General Aten. They are tied into this aqueduct at the present time. 

Mr. Brooks. They will be 

General ALLEN. They are getting their water from the Colorado 
River source supplied through the metropolitan water district. 

Mr. Brooks. So they don’t really need this water that is excess? 
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General Atten. They need it. And, of course, they benefit from it 
if they can take it from $12 to $14 an acre-foot rather than buying it 
from the Colorado River source at $42. 

Mr. Brooks. That is all. 

The Cuatrman. Now, General, do you think we would be warranted 
to continue to develop Camp Pendleton with the assurance that we 
will not be disturbed on account of the water situation ? 

General Atten. Mr. Chairman, I am overly optimistic that this case 
is proceeding and that under California law we will get our rightful 
rights to water and we will get our correlative share, “and which will 
be adequate to supply the needs of Camp Pendleton. 

The Cuairman. Now, General 

General Auten. I do, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Now, Admiral, what do you propose to do with 
this money? How do you spend this $5,138, 0002 

General Aten. That requirement, Mr. Chairman, is for an amtrack 
maintenance scale at $469,000. 

An LVT ramp for our amphibious type training at $218,000. 

Ordnance and repair shops for repairing and modifying the new 
equipment that is in the units, and more of it coming in. 

A barracks at Camp Delmar, which is on the coast side, which will 
replace those barraeks which were condemned and torn down. We had 
to dismantle them because they were unsafe to live in. 

The utilities to support these above projects that I have indicated. 

And there is $240,000 in there for additional water wells so that 
we can more properly husband the water that we have stored in those 
underground storage basins. 

The Cuatrman. Well, now, tell me about the water wells. What do 
you propose to do? 

General Auten. These wells, Mr. Chairman, will be properly lo- 
cated in the upper basins so we can pump from those upper basins 
and retire or delay pumping in those wells that are closest to the 
ocean, to preclude salt water intrusion from coming in there and com- 
pletely destroying the well. 

Because of the improper husbanding in prior years, we have lost 
the use of two wells, because they have salted up. And by proper 
pumping—and there have been continuous and extensive studies, geo- 
logical, to give us the information that is necessary to properly place 
these wells so that we can draw our water without running the proba- 
bility of salting up any further wells. 

Mr. Gavin. How far are these wells from the mouth of the river, 
General ? 

General Atten. The ones that salted up, Mr. Gavin, are about a mile 
and a quarter to a mile and a half. 

Mr. Gavin. Pretty close, don’t you think ? 

General Auten. Yes, sir. I think had we known in 1941 and 1942 
when we built Pendleton—in retrospect—I would say we should not 
have built that well, or those two wells, that close to the ocean. 

The Cuarrman. Then you might go one step further and say if you 
had known you were going to have all of this trouble about the w ater, 
you probably would not have located it at Camp Pendleton. That is a 
proper statement. 

Well, members of the committee—— 
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Mr. Gavin. May I ask a question 
Mr. Duruam. Mr. Chairman. 
The Cuamman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Duruam. Isn’t it a fact, General, that we have to look for 
water some place else except the Santa Margari ita River, somewhere, 
somehow ? 

General Auten. No, sir; I don’t think so. 

Mr. Durnam. I am talking about 25, 35, or 50 years from now. 

General ALLEN. Well, maybe. 

Mr. Durnam. I think so. 

General ALLEN. But we have the plan, sir 

Mr. Durnam. You have the ocean out there. We needn’t worry 
about it. [Laughter. | 

yeneral AtLEN. The Marine Corps continuously has looked at the 
development of fresh water. 

Mr. Durnam. We have already converted sea water into drinking 
water, 

General Atten. We have problems here on the east coast with 
water. 

Mr. Duruam. We have in my State. 

General ALLEN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. DurHam. We haven’t enough water. 

General ALLEN. Weare going to have problems. 

Mr. Duruam. You have the sea. 

The CHarrmMan. Well, it all boils down—may I say this—if the 
Navy had known all the troubles that confronted Camp Pendleton 
when we established it there, probably we could have located it some- 
where else better. But we have an invsetment—how much there 
now ? 

General ALLEN. $93 million. 

The CHARMAN. $93 million. 

At one portion we can get clear water, fresh water, coming down 
the river, and salt water coming up the river. So we are between 
salt water and getting any kind of water. 

Mr. Gavin. You might say, General 

The Cuairman. We are in a bad situation at Pendleton about 
water. But we have an investment of $90 million there. I think we 
had better see what we can do with $5 million more and go ahead with 
this. We have been holding it up too long. 

Mr. Gavin. May I call to the attention of the general that in Penn- 
sylvania we do have all the water you need, fine, “clear, crystal, spring 
water. And if you are ever going to locate any more bases, let’s 
come up where you will never have any difficulty about the avail- 
ability of water supply. And I mean that seriously. Don’t get 
ever ‘ything out there bunched in one particular spot. There are other 
sections of the country that should be given some consideration in the 
location of these bases, where you won’t have the physical difficulties 
with the topography and the terrain and water and a few other things, 
that you are getting in these very close, cramped industrial areas that 
are expanding and growing, and you can’t meet the conditions. Just 
as pointed out by Mr. Durham, ‘what are you going to do 25 or 35 
years from now ? 

Mr. Duruam (presiding). Without objection, the item is approved. 
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Now, the next item. 

General ALLEN. Thank you, sir. 

Mr. Durnam. What is your next item, General ? 

Admiral Airs. The next are ordnance facilities. 

Mr. Harpy. Does that finish all the Marine Corps / 

General ALLEN. Well, we have some small projects there. 

Mr. Keviener. Go to Parris Island. 

General ALLEN. We have one project for Parris Island: Improve- 
ment of electrical system. 

Now, this is a correction of deficiencies of the existing system that 
is there. 

This item will make it more economical and cost us much less to 
operate. 

Mr. Duruam. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Next item. 

Mr. Kev_iener. Go to Quantico. 

General ALLEN. Quantico, Va., a combat range. 

This is a range that is designed to meet modern marksmanship 
methods and is in the area for training for the new second lieutenants 
that are in school at that station. 

Mr. Duruam. How much does that cost ? 

General ALLEN. $168,000. 

Mr. Durnam. Without objection, the item is approved. 

General Atten. The next item is “Marine Corps Recruit Depot, 
San Diego, Calif.” 

That is similar to the one at Parris Island. It is a correction of 
deficiency to the electrical distribution system. That has been recom- 
mended by the power company, and we know that considerable sav- 
ings can be made by reworking the existing system. 

Mr. Durnam. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Next item. 

General Auten. Next item is for $241,000, maintenance shops at 
Twentynine Palms. 

These maintenance shops are to provide facilities for proper tool- 
ing and maintenance personnel to operate in the maintenance of the 
station. Part of this work is being done outside, and heat, sand, and 
weather are damaging the equipment, and this will provide us a 
closed, covered area for these men to operate in. 

Mr. Duruam. You have been contracting for it outside ? 

General AtiEen. No, sir; it is station maintenance personnel, sir. 

Mr. DurHam. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Does that conclude the list / 

General Auten. That concludes the Marine Corps portion of the 
program. 

Mr. Duruam. All right, Admiral; we will take up your items. 

Admiral Artes. The next California item, that we skipped before, 
sir, is at China Lake, Calif., the naval ordnance test station. 

That is on line 18 and line 19 of the bill, sir. 

Mr. Duruam. That is right. 

Admiral Ares. Project No. 2 for this class is at the Naval Ordnance 
Test Station, China Lake, Calif. This station conducts research, de- 
sign, development, limited production, test and technical evaluation 
of ordnance materials, components, assemblies, and systems principally 
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in the fields of rockets, guided missiles, underwater ordnance, and air- 
craft fire control. 

The proposed project is for construction of an aviation parts ware- 
house at the estimated cost of $129,000. 

The building will be steel frame with aluminum wall panels. It will 
be 60 feet wide by 167 feet long. The project will include evapora- 
tive coolers in the building and necessar y utilities. The planned air- 
craft base loading is 125 pl: ines. Most of these will be experimental 
aircraft of several types, which will require many and varied spare 
parts. At present many of the aircraft parts are o— in a tem- 
porary shed and in several outside unprotected areas. Maximum 
temperature at which these parts can be preserved is 80° Fahrenheit. 
However, temperatures frequently average above 100° at this activity, 
with destructive results on the aircraft parts inadequately stored. In 
the absence of necessary parts or of parts in usable condition, many 
experimental projects are subjected to serious and costly del: Lys due 
to the grounding of aircraft needed to support them. 

Mr. Durnam. Without objection, the item is approved. 

The next item. 

Admiral Airs. The next item is at the Naval Ammunition Depot, 
Concord, Calif. 

This was formerly designated the Naval Magazine, Port Chicago. 

The mission of this base is to store and issue ammunition to the 
fleet, sir. It receives, renovates, maintains, stores, and issues ammuni- 
tion, explosives, and technical ordnance material. 

Mr. Harpy. Ihave a question, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Duruam. Mr. Hardy. 

Mr. Harpy. Admiral, is this just a new designation of what we have 
been discussing here at some length over a period of time as Port 
Chicago ¢ 

Admiral Aires. Yes,sir. This was formerly designated the “Naval 
Magazine, Port Chicago,” sir. 

During the past year its mission has been revised, making it neces- 
sary to redesignate it a naval ammunition depot, in keeping with its 
current mission. 

Mr. Harpy. Well, it is the Navy’s major outloading depot on the 
west coast / 

Admiral Aites. Yes, sir; it is the major one, sir. 

The next project, gentlemen, is at the Naval Ammunition Depot, 
Concord, Calif. This was formerly designated the “Naval Magazine, 
Port Chicago.” 

During the past year its mission has been revised, making it nec- 
essary to redesignate it a naval ammunition depot in keeping with 
its current mission. The mission is similar to that of the depot at 
Bangor, Wash., which I previously outlined. 

The project we are proposing for this activity is a guided missile 
support facility to cost $2,517,000. The provision of this facility is 
phased with the buildup of guided missiles and guided missile ships. 
It, will provide logistic support for six types “of missiles for the 
Pacific Fleet. It will consist of a guidance checkout building, 38,300 
square feet in area; a warhead and igniter test building of 13,500 
square feet in area; and two small utility buildings. The buildings 
will be of concrete construction complete with loading facilities, sup- 
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porting utilities, security features, roads and railroad spur as neces- 
sary to provide a usable operating facility. 

Mr. Duruam. Without objection, the item is approved. 

The next one. 

Mr. Harpy. Let me ask you just one other question. 

Are you in the process of drying up the Navy ammunition depots 
on the west. coast ? 

Admiral Arxgs. No, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. You are about to do that in my district. We are going 
to have to have a little conversation about that, Mr. C hairman. 

Go ahead. 

Mr. Durnam. The next item. 

Admiral Armes. The fourth project in this class is at the Naval 
Ordnance Laboratory, Corona, Calif. The mission of the laboratory 
is to conduct research and various other developmental functions with 
respect to ordnance materials, assemblies and systems chiefly in the 
field of guided missiles and related electronic devices, and to support 
the fleet in the introduction of new weapons by providing instruc- 
tion, evaluation and consultative service. 

The proposed project includes two line items at the estimated cost 
of $516,000. The first item is for a guided missile fuze test facility 
at. the cost of $392,000. The laboratory is responsible for the overall 
technical direction of research and development on guided missile 
fuzes for the Navy. This involves subjecting the complete fuze to 
various environmental conditions. Although interim facilities are 
being used to test some components of the ‘fuzes alone, no facilities 
are available for testing an explosive-loaded or complete fuze. By 
component testing, safety factors are compounded and the result is 
overdesign and incompleteness. To correct this situation, to obtain 
a complete and integrated design of fuzes, we propose the construc- 
ne of a fuze test. labor: atory; a fuze assembly and examination lab- 

atory ; a classified test laboratory; an air gun unit; a drop tower; 
pein fuze magazines. 

The second line item of this project is “Laboratory facilities,” esti- 
mated to cost $118,000. This will consist of the conversion of two ex- 
isting former hospital ward buildings into laboratory space by enclos- 
ing open porches and providing heating and lighting and by modifica- 
tion of the utilities. The scientific and technical employees—now 
numbering 750 with an anticipated increase of 100 next year—are en- 
gaged in guided-missile research in inadequate, crowded spaces 
throughout this former naval hospital. The space to be provided by 
this line item will enable the Navy to furnish adequate and consoli- 
dated working areas to many of these personnel in support of current 
and programed workloads. 

Mr. Durnam. Do you have anywhere else you can do this type of 
testing or is this the only place you have? 

Admiral Atrs. No, sir; this is the only place we have to do this 
kind of testing that we do here. We investigated that item thoroughly. 

Mr. Duruam. The next one. 

Admiral Attrs. Page 21, line 18, “Naval Training Center, San 
Diego, Calif.” 

Mr. Duruam. All right, what is that, the justification / 

Admiral Airs. Mr. Chairman, the final project in this class of 
facilities in section 201 of the bill, is at the Naval Training Center, 
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San Diego, Calif. This west coast training center has the same mis- 
sion as our midcontinent training center at Great Lakes. 

The proposed project will be for construction of the first increment 
of the Communication School, at the estimated cost of $4,199,000. 

An adverse situation in maintenance and operation of Navy radio 
equipment has been developing over a long period and is now severe. 

This is due to a shortage in operator training facilities; an ever- 
increasing use of radio equipment; an acute shortage of "electronic 
technicians; and a low reenlistment rate for radiomen. To correct 
this situation we must increase the number of men in basic radiomen 
training and increase the length of course to include maintenance 
training; establish an advanced course for rated radiomen to provide 
advanced technical training, including maintenance. To do this and 
meet requirements in numbers would necessitate a sustained enroll- 
ment of 1,200 basic studetns and 288 advanced students at this center. 
Present facilities can accommodate a maximum of 640 basic students 
and no advanced classes. The proposed item would augment these 
facilities to permit an enrollmetn of 1,488. It will provide for con- 
struction of a }-story masonry building, 268 feet wide and 299 feet 
long, containing classrooms, training aids library, equipment repair 
shops, lecture hi all, and administrative space. 

The Cuairman. Now that is operational training facilities at San 
Diego? 

Admiral Attrs. Yes, sir. 

The CuarrmMan. Without objection, the item is approved. 

Mr. Smarr. That is the end of the line for you all, sir. That is all 
for the Navy. 

Admiral Aires. We have a classified item. 

Mr. Smarr. What section is that? 

Admiral Artes. On page 23, section 202. 

*Mr. Smarr. We knocked that out. 

Admiral Attes. No. 

The Cuairman. All right. 

Admiral AILEs. Section 202, classified. 

Mr. Smart. Oh. 

Mr. Keviener. Page 23, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHamrMan. Page 23. 

Mr. Bares. What page in the book ? 

Mr. Ke_tener. Amendments to section 202—2 amendments. 

Admiral Attes. This is classified. 

The CuatrMan. This is section 202, 

Mr. Kevvener. Right. 

The CHarrmMan. The next one is 202 ? 

Mr. Kevttener. Yes, sir. 

The CuHatrmMan. The Secretary may establish—all this is classified ¢ 

Mr. Ke_Lener. Yes, sir. 

Admiral Ares. Yes, sir; this is a classified project, sir. 

The Navy has been authorized by the Department of Defense and 
the Bureau of the Budget to submit an amendment which would add 
a new project to this program, sir. 

(Mr. Kelleher aside to the chairman. ) 

Mr. Harpy. Is this in the book anywhere? 

Mr. Duruam. Is this offshore or is it in the United States, sir? 
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Admiral Aires. This is in the United States. It is a classified item, 
sir. 

Mr. Duruam. Yes. 

Mr. Harpy. Is this in the presentation books, Mr. Chairman, so we 
could see what they are ¢ 

Admiral Airs. There is 2 pink tab on the book. 

Mr. Harpy. What isthe page / 

Admiral Ainrs. Sixty- four, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. I mean what is the page in the presentation book ¢ 

Mr. Ketiener. Page 64. 

Admiral Aires. Sixty-four is where the classified item starts. 

Mr. Keriener. This was previously approved in its present form. 

Mr. Harpy. Oh, I see. 

Mr. Keviener. But there are two amendments to be added to it. 

The Cuarrman. Now, this item should be increased to $76 mil- 
lion—— 

Mr. Kevitener. By 494,000. 

The CHarrMan. $494,000 4 

Mr. Kevitener. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. And $1 million of it is to be used for an item that 
has just been cleared by the Budget / 

Admiral Anes. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. And everything / 

Admiral Airs. Yes, sir. 

The CuairMan. I suggest, Mr. Kelleher, without forcing the com- 
mittee to go in executive session, you advise the members of the com- 
mittee what it is all about. 

Mr. Keviener. Yes, sir. 

The Cuairman. We have gone into this matter thoroughly and I 
think we are warranted in doing what we do. 

Without objection, we approve the item for $76,494,000. 

Now, Mr. Durham, will you take over? I have a very important 
telephone call. 

Mr. Durnam (presiding). Mr. Kelleher, will you present the 
amendment / 

Mr. Keviteuer. The amendment would be, Mr. Chairman, on page 
23, line 16— 

Mr. Durnam. What page / 

Mr. Ketiener. Page 23, line 16.) Strike $65,001,000 and insert 
in lieu thereof $76,494,000. 

Mr. Durnam. Without objection, the amendment is agreed to. 

The next item. 

Mr. Ketiener. The next item, Mr. Chairman, is a minor amend- 
ment—three of them on page 24. The first one is on line 17, page 24, 
following the word “Quarters,” the words “and community facilities” 
would be added. 

On line 22, following “46 units,” the words “and community facil- 
ities” would be added. 

On line 23, following “45 units,” the same language would be added. 

Mr. Durnam. What does that do 4 

are KevLener. The way that it reads now provides only for hous- 
ing, but they do require community facilities of various kinds, too, to 

ro along with the housing as support facilities. 

Seal Anes. Like schools and a store for the people there. 
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Mr. Kevtiener. Recreation facilities. 

Mr. Harpy. What does that do to the cost, change the figure / 

Admiral Aires. This is using surplus commodity funds. 

Mr. Harpy. I still would like to know what it does to the cost, 
Admiral. 

Admiral Aires. It is increasing it at Sigonelle. 

Mr. Harpy. What is the total amount? Do you know what the 
total amount of the increased cost will be? 

Admiral Attes. About $600,000, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. That actually does require reimbursement to Com- 
modity Credit; does it? 

Admiral Ares. It is lira, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. It is lira, but lira as generated by the sale of Public 
Law 480 commodities. 

Admiral Atrs. It doesn’t require dollar reimbursement; no, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. You are getting away with something that we hadn’t 
learned about before, then. 

The CratrmMan. Where are you in the bill, Mr. Kelleher ? 

Admiral Artes. Down on page 24, sir. 

Mr. Ketitener. Page 24. Three minor amendments on page 24, to 
add the words “community facilities” in 8 instances, on lines 17, 22, 
and 23. 

The Cratrman. Add what words? 

Mr. Kevtiener. “And community facilities.” 

The CuairmMan. Put them inthe bill, then. 

Now, we come to the section—I understand Mr. Bennett has an 
anamendment with reference to acquisition of Wherry houses. 

Mr. Kevitener. Correct. 

The Cuairman. Permissive. 

Mr. Ketvener. Two of them. 

The Cuarrman. Acquisition. 

Mr. Bennerr. Yes, sir; the amendment is at page 26, right after 
line 20, to add this: 

Subsection (¢). In accordance with the provisions of section 404 (a) of the 
Housing Amendments of 1955, 69 Stat. 652, amended, the Secretary of the Navy 
is authorized to acquire family housing at the following location : 

Naval Auxiliary Air Station, Whiting Field, Florida, 96 units. 

Naval Station, Green Cove Springs, Florida, 392 units. 

Now, by way of explanation of this, the man who has these Wherry 
housing units is a constituent of mine. One of these bases is in the 
district which I represent, and that is Green Cove Springs. There is 
a different pattern of equity involved at each, but it is a very strong pat- 
tern of equity in each of them, that the Navy should acquire these. 

For instance, in the Whiting Field activ ity, the Navy advised this 
man that they were going to acquire land. They advised him they 
would acquire the project. They advised him by letter that it was 
mandatory, and they intended to do it. 

On the basis of this, he entered into some financial arrangements 
with the bank, and his bank is now pressing him on the matter and the 
Navy feels—under the law. It is not just that the Navy feels. The 
Navy is highly justified in feeling that under the law, as it is, there is 
no longer a mandatory requirement to acquire it, because it is no 
longer required to put any Capehart in this particular location. 
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But nevertheless, over a period of a year this man has thought that 
he was going to have all this money come back to him and has made 
arrangements on that basis, and equities have been established and he 
is highly embarrassed by it. 

Now, the other one is a different type of equity, at the Green Cove 
Springs facility. This is a facility which the Navy heavily urged this 
particular man to come in and build, and it has never been able to pay 
its way. The facility there is a reserve fleet berthing area. It has 
just been impossible to keep the population up sufficiently to keep 
that particular project full—I mean financed. 

Now, all this does, as I understand it, all this amendment does, is 
to allow the Navy to purchase it, and if we don’t do it, they won't even 
allow them to purchase it. 

Isn’t that correct, Admiral Ailes? 

Admiral Ares. That is correct, sir. 

The Cuarrman. What naval installation is at Green Cove Springs? 

Admiral Armes. A naval reserve fleet berthing area, sir. 

The Cuairman. That is where the reserve fleet is berthed, at Green 
Cove Springs? 

Admiral Aines. Yes, sir. 

The Cuairman. Now, what is the personnel there ? 

Admiral Ares. Captain Schumacher in my housing office, has the 
details. 

The Cuairman. All right, Captain. 

Captain Scuumacuer. Yes, sir. There are about 1,000 people there, 
sir. 

The Cuairman. About 1,000 people. 

How many Wherry houses have been constructed there ? 

Captain Scuumacuer. At Green Cove Springs, sir, we have 392. 

The CHarrmMan. What is your demand for public quarters ? 

Captain Scuumacuer. The 

The Cuarrman. In other words, if we acquire these 50 units, would 
there be any use for them? 

Captain Scuumacuer. Yes, sir, Mr. Chairman. We have 94 per- 
cent occupancy in this Wherry housing now, sir. The occupancy has 
come up in the last 3 years, from 80 percent to 94 percent. In other 
words, it is barely approaching the satisfactory level now, sir. We 
could use them. 

The Cuarrman. What is the condition—— 

Well, there is no need to go into that. That is a matter of debate 
with the Navy when you go to negotiate it. 

What is the attitude of the Department? Do you recommend 
acquiring—permission to acquire these houses ¢ 

Admiral Ares. The one at Whiting Field, Mr. Chairman: We are 
now considering a Capehart project there. So that one would become 
mandatory. 

Mr. Bennetr. Yes, it may become a mandatory—a year ago the 
Navy notified this man it was mandatory, and he started making his 
finances on the basis of it, and then they notified him within the last 
month or two it is no longer mandatory, and they may not acquire 
it. which is throwing his finances 

The Cuarrman. It will become mandatory if they start Capehart 
houses there / 
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Mr. Bennett. It would. 

The Cuamrman. Is there enough residential quarters in the neigh- 
borhood to take care of your Navy personnel ? 

Admiral Artes. I didn’t understand your question, sir. 

The Cuamman. Is there enough quarters there to take care of your 
present Naval personnel ? 

Admiral Artes. Yes, sir; there is plentiful housing in the area, 
except considering meeting this Capehart project. 

The Cuamman. This is not mandatory, that the Navy acquire it? 

Admiral Ates. If we have the Capehart project, it will become 
mandatory. 

The Cuamman. I understand that. 

Mr. Ketiener. It is not now. 

Admiral Artes. It is not now; no, sir. 

The Cuarrman. What? 

Admiral Ares. It is not now. 

The Cuarrman. I understand that. 

But does the language require him to acquire it, under the lan- 
guage of Mr. Bennett / 

Mr. Ketiener. Mr. Bennett’s language will permit them to. 

Mr. Bennerr. Just authorize. 

Mr. Ketiener. Authorize them. 

Admiral Artes. Authorize them. 

Mr. Bennett. I understood it was just to authorize. 

The Cuatrman. That is right. 

With that understanding 

Admiral Ares. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. I think we will be warranted to go on. It is not 
mandatory on the part of the Department to acquire it, but they are 
merely authorizing it if the facts and circumstances warrant them 
to acquire it. 

Mr. Bennett. That is all I ask. 

Mr. Keuiener. They could not acquire it if the language was not 
in here. 

The Chairman. I understand that. 

Mr. Harpy. There has been a period when you could acquire these 
without there being any mandatory category ? 

Admiral Aries. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Harpy. Do you have any moral obligation to acquire them? 

Now, you have run into this thing before. You and I have been 
over this business, and you have struggled with the Navy on some 
others where they did have a moral obligation to acquire it and vir- 
tually ran out on that moral obligation, until we really sat down and 
pressed on it. And if you have the same situation here, then they 
ought to be put in the mandatory category. p 

Mr. Bennerr. I really do feel the Whiting project is a place where 
you have a strong moral obligation. 

The Cuarrman. Well, I think the best way to approach it is to 
authorize it and give them permission to acquire them if in their 
judgment, on their investigation, they find the facts warrant them 
to do so. 

Mr. Durnam. Well 

Mr. Harpy. I would like to make this observation in that connec- 
tion, and it may be that that is all that has to be done, because I am 
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not familiar with these. But there have been situations in which 
the Navy encouraged and promoted the construction of Wherry’s. 

The Cuairman. That is right. 

Mr. Harpy. And left the builders under the impression that they 
would — these things. Now, if you have such a situation here, 
then the Navy has an obligation to acquire them. Whether on not 
it is made mandatory. 

The Cuatmrman. Well, Mr. Bennett is satisfied with the language, 
to authorize them to acquire them, and not make it mandatory on the 
part of the Department to acquire them, because you do not have 
sufficient facts to make it compulsory. 

Mr. Harpy. I think that is right. 

The Cuarman. That they do it. 

So without objection, the language will be fixed up in reference to 
both of them on that same line. 

Now, where are we now / 

Mr. Keiiener. That finishes the Navy, except that the Admiral 
would like again to defend his $25 million for nonspecific items. That 
was stricken from the bill previously, Mr. Chairman. 

The CuarrMan. Well, we will—— 

Admiral Aires. Mr. Chairman, we feel 

The CuatrmMan. Well, Admiral, we are going to adjourn at 12 
o'clock. How much time do you want, the balance of the morning on 
that justification / 

Admiral Aites. No,sir. | Laughter. | 

If you give me 2 minutes, I will state our case, if I may, sir. 

We earnestly request that the committee restore section 203 to the 
bill, sir. 

This section would authorize the Navy to accomplish construction 
in the total amount of $25 million in an emergency which might 
develop through a change of mission, a breakthrough in research and 
development of Weapons systems, an unforeseen speedup of production 
or similar circumstances. 

Plans being developed right now conceivably would require an 
appreciable amount of construction to start without delay, if the best 
interest of national defense is to be served. The development of the 
Polaris missile is a prime example. 

The second example is the development of a guided missile which 
might require immediate facilities at Point Mugu or Camp Cooke. 

The third ex: umple is the Marine Corps Air Station at Yuma, Ariz., 
where a change in the Marine Corps aviation mission could readily 
require expediting the development of that station. 

Another import: - example is the requirement of certain facilities 
in Iceland, The Navy’s mission in this regard has been changed 
recently by a JCS decision. The Navy has de sfinitely determined that 
as soon as our plans have been firmly developed—and this is expected 
in a matter of days—specific fac ‘ilities will be required within a period 
which would not allow another year’s delay. 

Any one of the examples I have ¢ ited, Mr. Chairman, would cost in 
the neighborhood of the total amount in section 203. All of these are 
legitimate potential military construction projects. 

‘Other projec ts which cannot be foreseen at the present time could 
well arise during the coming year, and these could be even more urgent 
than the projects I have c ited as ex: umples. 
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The Cuairman. Thank you, Admiral, very much. 

Of course, you made the same statement before the ( ‘omptroller and 
before the Budget, and the Budget passed on those items. So you 
seek to get them in through a lump-sum appropriation of $25 million. 

That is exactly what happens i in all these matters. 

Mr. Bennerr. Another thought occurs to me that I was asked to 
mention at this time. 

Congressman Fascell asked me to ask if this bill allows 490 units 
of housing at Key West Naval Base. If it does not, what is the status 
of that? 

Admiral Artes. There are no current plans for those, sir. There 
would be a considerable job of dredging there to put any housing in, 
and we are trying to work out a solution where we can avoid over a $1 
million dredging job there, sir. 

Mr. Bennerr. All right. 

Admiral Attes. We hope we can work it out. 

The Cuarrman. Thank you very much. 

Mr. Kelleher, that finishes all items in the Navy section ? 

Mr. Ke_Ltener. It does, sir. 

The Cuarrman. And all amendments? 

Admiral Artes. There are four housing projects that were on the 
list that we now have under contract which we may delete now. If 
I may, I will give that to Mr. Kelleher and we could subtract that 
from the total number of units of the bill. 

The CHairman. I understand ae morning we want to have 
some hearing in regard to some Capehart houses at Norfolk. 

Now, are they i in the bill now ? 

Mr. Keviener. Yes, sir; they are. 

The CuHairman. All right, then we will take that item up Monday 
morning. 

Is that with reference tothe Navy / 

Mr. Keviener. Yes, sir: 1 Army, and 1 Air Force. 

Mr. Harpy. There is 1 Army and 1 Air Force in the Newport News- 
Hampton area 

The Cuairman. All right, let’s get back to the bill. 

Mr. Ketiener. Air Force is next. 

Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, before you take up the Air Force, could 
we take up briefly a Navy disposal project that has been discussed with 
some members of the Real Estate Committee and Mr. Rivers author- 
ized me to bring it up if you will agree to it. 

The Cuatrman. Read it out. Let’s see what it is. 

Mr. Ketiener. It is Navy disposal project No. 155, which contem- 
plates the leasing of 115,000 square feet of space at the Naval Supply 
Depot, C learfield, near Ogden, Utah. It would be leased to an or- 
ganization known as the California Packing Corp. They would use 
it for—— 

The Cuatrman. Is that the matter Mr. Miller talked about ? 

Mr. Ketiener. Exactly, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Whom is it leased to / 

Mr. Ketiener. The California Packing Corp. would be the lessee, 
Mr. Chairman, and pay a rental of $41,536 a year 

The CHarrMan. It is recommended by the Department ? 

Mr. Keviener. Sir? 
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The Cuairman. It is recommended by the Department ? 

Mr. Keiiener. Yes, sir, and distributed to all members, too. 
The Cuairman. And the subcommittee interposes no objection / 
Mr. Harpy. Mr. Chairman, I think there ought to be just this one 
statement about it. This is a mobilization base. The buildings are 
not being used. The California Packing Corp. currently is le: asing 
one building. They need another. The baildine j is available, and 
they need it immediately. 

The CHamMan. Without objection, it is agreed to—rather, we 
interpose no objection. 

Now, let’s see where we are on the Air Force. 

Mr. Ketiener. Page 38, Mr. Chairman, would be the first item. 

The CHarrMan. Page 3 38. 

We must return back to the Army 

Mr. Keviener. For all amendments, we will go through the bill 
later on. 

The CuHarrmMan. Page 38. 

Mr. Kettener. Page 38, following line 7, Mr. Chairman 

The Cuamman. Line what! 

Mr. Ketiener. Following line 7, a new item—would you like me 
to read it? A new item will be inserted. 

The CHarmman. ‘What page in my book? 

Mr. Ketiener. Page 38, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuamrman. 38. 

Mr. Ketiener. Following line 7, a new item would be inserted, 
as follows: 

Brunswick Naval Air Station, Brunswick, Maine: Operational and training 
facilities, maintenance facilities, troop housing, community facilities, utilities 
and real estate, $11,417,000. 

You will recall, Mr. Chairman, that this item was brought oP by 
General Rentz earlier in the heari ing as one additional base for KC-97 
tankers. At that time, the agreement between the Air Force and the 
Navy had not been completed, so it could not be presented at that 
time. He would now like to bring it up. 

The CuatrMan. This isa tanker base / 

General Rentz. Yes, sir; this is a KC-97 base, Mr. Chairman. 

This completes our relocation of the 11 KC-97 squadrons that we 
initiated with the 1958 supplemental program. We now have agree- 
ment with the Navy that we may come to Brunswick asa tenant. We 
have received that written approval, signed by the Assistant Secretary 
of the Navy (Air), sir. 

Mr. Durnam. Is that between the Navy and the Air Force? 

General Rentz. Yes, sir, Mr. Durham. 

Mr. Duruam. Use it jointly ? 

General Rentz. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Without objection, we approve that. I am grati- 
fied to note that joint facilities are being made available and used. 

Now, while you are testifying, I want to make—what other amend- 
ment ‘ 

Mr. Keiiener. On pages 48 and 50, Mr. Chairman, will be the addi- 
tion of some Capehart housing at several installations. The first one 
will be on page 48, line 17, Beale Air Force Base. In that instance, 
only the number will be stricken and the number 970 inserted. 
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Following line 19, the following item would be inserted : 
Clinton County Air Force Base, Ohio, 536 units. 

Following line 21: 

Donaldson Air Force Base, South Carolina, 275 units. 


Line 24, strike “240” and insert “365.” 
Over on page 50, following line 2, add: 


McCoy Air Force Base, Florida, 668 units. 


That used to be known as Pine Castle, Mr. Chairman. 

Those are the ones. 

The CuarrmMan. Without objection, all these Capehart houses are 
authorized. 

Mr. Duruam. How many more did you add? 

Mr. Keviener. Let’s see—about 2,000. 

The Cuairman. 2,000. All right. 

Now, what is your next amendment for the Air Force ? 

Mr. Keiieuer. Those are the only amendments, Mr. Chairman, for 
the Air Force. There is an amendment to the general provision that 
is related to housing, generally. Would you like that read at this 
time? 

The Cuairman. Wait 1 minute, now. 

General Rentz. That is the only change I think that Mr. Kelleher 
mentioned that we would like to adv ance at this time, Mr. Chairman. 
As you remember, at our previous sessions, we requested some flexibil- 
ity in this Capehart program. We have the wording to add to the 
bill—not in the Air Force e section, but in the general-provisions sec- 
tion, as it applies to all services, sir. 

The Cuarman. All right. 

Mr. Ketitener. Would you like that ? 

The CHairMan. Suppose wetakeupthat? Is that 

Mr. Ketieuer. It would be more appropriate to take it up during 
the general provisions, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuairman. All right; good. Does that finish the line items of 
the Air Force? 

General Rentz. Yes, sir; it finishes, with the exception of the $25 
million emergency author ization. 

The Cuairman. Yes. We will talk about all that later on. Now, 
let’s get back now to the general provisions. 

Let’s ssee,now. Wait aminute. It is 10 minutes to 12. Now, before 
we take a recess until Monday morning to take up the general provi- 
sions, generally, I would like to get some information in regard to 
the Bryan Air Force Base in Texas. 

General Renz. Bryan Air Force Base; yes, sir. 

The Cramman. Some $15 million or $16 million has been spent 
there on this base. It isa training base, and I understand now it is to 
be abandoned. 

General Rentz. That is correct, Mr. Chairman. 

The CuarrMan. Is there any way we can use that, to save that capital 
investment of $16 million? I wish you would look into that matter 
thoroughly and advise the committee later on in regard to it. 

General Rentz. We will be happy to do that, sir. 
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The Cuatrman. Then, Mr. Kelleher, that brings it all down to the 
general provisions of the bill / 

Mr. Ketiever. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. And there are 1 or 2 amendments pending with 
reference tothe Army ¢ 

Mr. Keviener. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. We will—— 

Mr. Kertieuer. None that are pending, Mr. Chairman. After finish- 
ing the general provisions, you could then go back to the Army and go 
through the whole bill for all amendments. That is your usual prac- 
tice. 

The Cuarrman. Thatisright. All right. 

Now, we will take a recess until Monday morning. 

I want to thank all of the members of the committee for coming this 
morning. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. Ten o'clock / 

Mr. Kevitener. Ten o’clock. 

(Whereupon, at 11:50 a. m., the committee adjourned, to recon- 
vene at 10 a.m., Monday, June 16, 1958.) 


House oF REPRESENTATIVES, 
CoMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, 
Washington, D.C., Monday, June 16, 1958. 

The committee met at 10 a. m., Hon. Carl Vinson, chairman of the 
committee, presiding. 

The CHatrmMan. Let the committee come to order. 

Members of the committee, I was requested by Mr. Hardy to make 
some particular inquiry in regard to 2 items in reference to Capehart 
houses at Fort Eustis, Va., 223 units, and at Langley Field—— 

Mr. Kevtiener. Five hundred units. 

The Cuarrman. Five hundred units; as he said, there were some 
representatives from those areas that desire to testify. Anyone here 
this morning who wants to give the committee some information with 
reference to Capehart houses provided for in this bill ? 

Mr. Keviener. Mr. Brout. 

The CHatrMan. For Fort Eustis. 

Mr. Ketiener. Come forward, sir. 

Mr. Brout is here, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHairman. I have a letter that Mr. Albert T. Brout, chairman 
of the Home Builders Association of Virginia, desires to testify. 

Now, Mr. Brout, the committee will be glad to hear you submit any 
response why you do not think it would be the proper thing to build 
these houses. Have youa prepared statement ? 

Mr. Brour. Yes, sir; I have. 

The CuairMan. Now, you may go ahead and make the statement. 

Mr. Smart. Go right ahead. 

The CHAIRMAN. Now, go ahead and tell the committee why, in your 
judgment, they should not be built. 

Mr. Brour. Thank you, sir. 

Mr. Chairman, my name is Albert T. Brout. I am chairman of the 
multiple- housing committee of the Home Builders Association of the 
Virginia I Yeninsula. I have with me Mr. Paul Bickford, past presi- 


dent of the Home Builders Association, and a member of my com- 
mittee. 

I wish to thank you and the members of your committee for grant- 
ing the representatives of the Home Builders Association of the Vir- 
ginia Peninsula this opportunity to appear before you and testify 
in support of our contentions regarding the Capehart military housing 
et gs 0 We welcome this opportunity to present our case to you : and 

feel that by doing so facts previously unknown, or little publicized, 
will be made a matter of record. 

I would like to begin by bringing out two points. First, that the 
Virginia Peninsula is, to a large degree, au vadliiinar 4 area with instal- 
lations in operation for the Army, Navy, and Air Force. Secondly, 
I would like to add that we are fortunate on the Virginia Peninsula 
in that we enjoy a realtively stable economy by virtue of our fine ship- 
yard, extensive port facilities, not to forget the contribution of the 
military and various other local enterprises. Among these, the home 
building and construction industry is no small part. While I am 
unable at this time to offer total construction figures for the Virginia 
Peninsula, I can, nevertheless, say that the permit value for the build- 
ing of new homes only on the peninsula for the period 1952-57 was 
in excess of $90 million. Graphic representation of these figures show 
that we have had our share of ups and downs. This, however, can be 
attributed to the natural trend of business. We do believe, though, 
that, with the advent of additional military housing on the peninsula 
beyond that already in existence or contracted for, that the home- 
building industry and its m: ny allied trades, professions, and indus- 
tries are going to suffer economically. 

With reg: urd to those units ¢ urrently contracted for or let for bid, I 
have particular reference to 500 new Capehart military housing units 
at Langley Air Force Base. It should be noted here that our associa- 
tion’s military housing committee, after several meetings and very 
careful consideration of the situation involving the applic ation by 
Langley Air Force Base for these 500 units, ree ommended to the board 
of directors of the association that the Langley application not be 
opposed. I make this point now to illustrate that we feel obligated, 
and endeavor to discharge that obligation, to carefully consider each 
request for military housing on its own merits. Our position of not 
opposing the Langley application was predicated, in part, upon agree- 
ment by Air Force officials to demolish existing family quarters at 
Langley upon completion of the 500 new Capehart units. Also, as best 
we could determine, these new units would not cause a severe drain on 
the local rental market, although we certainly expect to feel some effect 
once they are completed. 

Asa general rule, the addition of military housing to the local hous- 
ing inventory will cause a very definite slowing down of the market. 
One more point that we considered in determining our position was 
that the FHA title 608 and 908 units constructed on the Peninsula since 
1940 were all built at the request of the military and primarily for 
military use. While we agree that they do not meet the present 
military standards of adequacy, they were, nevertheless, very adequate 
at the time they were built 

Now, should our conclusions regarding a drain on the local rental 
market be in error, the foreclosure of any title 608 or 908 project would 
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have a tremendous adverse effect on the entire Peninsula mortgage 
market, since we are just beginning to live down the reputation, among 
life-insurance companies that invest in real-estate mortgages, that 
this is an unstable, primarily military, market. Nevertheless, in a 
spirit of community cooperation, for which we were commended by 
Langley officials, we, again, decided not to oppose their request. 

Now that we find ourselves confronted once again with a request 
for more military housing, this time 223 units at Fort Eustis, we are 
faced with the question: Are they needed and will they adversely 
affect the Peninsula economy? There is little doubt in our minds that 
the local economy does not stand to gain but, rather, to suffer if this 
request is approved. Secondly, considering the fact that 600 units 
were just completed at Fort Eustis, and it was not a matter of being 
able to occupy them overnight, we feel very strongly that this request 
for 223 more units is totally and completely out of reason. 

I wrote in my letter of June 9, 1958, to Congressman Hardy and 
Congressman Robeson, that, in addition to the 600 newly constructed 
Capehart units, Fort Eustis had also acquired a total of 462 Wherry 
housing units. This, plus 130 Wherry units within 2 miles of Fort 
Eustis have just recently been acquired by the Navy. These units are 
not now fully occupied. Further, 450 units were recently completed 
at. Fort Eustis witlr appropriated lous Adding these together, we 
have a grand total of 1,642 military housing units built within the 
last 3 to 4 years. With approval of their current request for 223 
units, the total would grow to an amazing 1,865 units. Gentlemen, 
what is intended to be a military installation is, indeed, becoming a 
young city of luxury-type apartments, and I ask you, where is it to 
stop! The only bright light that is visible to us now, and to the many 
others across this Nation that share our views, is this committee and 
its counterpart in the United States Senate, who can help. 

In conclusion, then, I will say that we, the homebuilders of the 
Virginia Peninsula, firmly believe that the necessities of our national 
defense have overriding priority over any other consideration. As 
builders we are keenly aware of the continuing problem of providing 
adequate housing for military installations. But we feel, too, that 
a limit has been reached. Therefore, with respect to the request by 
Fort Eustis for 223 additional Capehart units, it is the carefully con- 
sidered opinion of our association that, on the basis of the housing 
now on the post and rental properties available within the commun- 
ity, these units are not needed, and that the armed services, in gen- 
eral, are Overprograming in their request for more and more militar y 
housing. 

Thank you. 

The Cuarrman. Thank you very much, Mr. Witness. 

Then I understood from your statement that you withdraw any 
objection to Langley Field ? 

Mr. Brour. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarman. Is that correct? 

Mr. Brovr. Yes, sir. 

The CHatrman. Then there is no need to discuss Langley Field. 
We will talk about Fort Eustis. 

Now, what military installation is there? What is the type of mili- 
tary installation ? 

Mr. Brovur. Transportation Corps. 
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The Cuarrman. Transportation Corps. And what is the personnel 
there? 

Mr. Brour. I can’ hear him. 

Mr. Bickrorp. What is the personnel, the number 

The CHarrMan. Well, we will get that from the Army. 

Mr. Brour. I cannot tell you that, sir. That is classified. 

The Cuatrman. All right. How many houses have been recently 
built there ¢ 

Mr. Brovur. They just completed 650, that they had trouble occupy- 
ing, sir. 

The CHatrman. How many of them are vacant ? 

Mr. Brovr. I can’t tell you that, but I can show you evidence of 
people that are being moved out of apartments right now to occupy 
that, people that are presently housed. 

I have here also a statement, sir, that I would like to read to you. 
It is a very short letter. 

The CuarrmMan. Go ahead and read it. 

Mr. Brour. This is from Briar Homes, 5885 Wickham Avenue, 
Newport News. 

Mr. Rivers. Speak a little louder, please, sir. 

Mr. Brour. Yes, sir. 

This was written Saturday afternoon : 

This is to advise that at the present time I have 90 vacant apartments in 
Arlington, 10 vacant apartments in Briar Homes, and expect 10 more in River 
Drive apartments on July 1, 1958. 

These vacancies have occurred since the Capehart housing opened up at Fort 
Eustis. If things continue as they are at present, the Government will soon 
put the private owners out of business. We would like the opportunity to 
present any evidence. 

Very truly yours, 
LOUISE YOUNG. 

I also have here, sir, a very quick tabulation of some vacancies that 
are presently existing since this Capehart opened up at Fort Eustis. 

The CuHamrmMan. You take the position, then, there is available ade- 
quate commercial-owned property for rental purposes at Fort Eustis ? 

Mr. Brovur. Yes, sir; within the area 

The CHatrman. And therefore there is no need for the Govern- 
ment authorizing the Capehart houses? 

Mr. Brour. That is correct, sir. 

The CuarrMan. You just stated that in one apartment, in Arling- 
ton, there were some 90 vacancies 4 

Mr. Brour. Yes, sir. 

The Cuamman. Now, what are the total number of available units 
at Fort Eustis commercially owned that is available to the military ? 

Mr. Brovur. I can give that to you in one moment. 

About 250 units. 

The Cuairman. Now, about how much do they rent for, the aver- 
age? Of course, they vary. 

Mr. Brovr. A 2-bedroom apartment rents for about $65. That in- 
cludes water. A 3-bedroom apartment is about $75 to $85. 

The Cuarmman. It is just about, then, the quarters allowance ? 

Mr. Brour. Now, are they standard or substandard ? 

Mr. Brovur. That depends entirely upon what you call standard. 
The present—— 
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The Cuamman. Well, do they meet the military standard? 

Mr. Brovur. Not the present criteria ; no, sir. 

The Cuarrman. They do not? 

Mr. Brovut. No, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Then the 200 that you are speaking about are sub- 
standard. 

Mr. Broutr. They are substandard at present. 

The Cuarrman, At present. 

Any questions from any members of the committee? Mrs. 
George ¢ 

Mrs. St. Grorce. No questions, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Brooks. 

Mr. Brooks. How are they substandard ? 

Mr. Brovur. Sir, they were built under FHA requirements. The 
military has presently raised the standards of the amount of square 
footage, the appliances, and services that are required in the new 
apar tments. 

Mr. Brooxs. Now, you say they are presently substandard ? 

Mr. Brovur. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Is that to give the impression that they will be 
brought to standard requirements ¢ 

Mr. Brour. No,sir. May Lask Mr. Bickford to 

The CHarmman. These are privately owned. 

Mr. Brooxs. I know they are private. But he said they are pres- 
ently substandard. 

Mr. Brout. I would like Mr. Bickford to answer that, sir. 

Mr. Brooks. You are holding out the thought that the military may 
drop their standards ? 

Mr. Brout. Possibly so; but they have raised their standard. 

Mr. Brooks. But you are not holding out the idea that the local 
housing can meet the standards presently set by the military ’ 

Mr. Brovr. No, sir ; they cannot. 

Mr. Brooks. That is all. 

The CuatrmMan. Mr. Gavin? 

Mr. Gavin. No questions. 

The CuarrmMan. Any questions by any members of the committee ? 

Mr. Rivers. I would like to ask the witness a question, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Rivers. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Witness, what is Fort Eustis? Isn’t it the head- 
quarters for the Transportation Corps ? 

Mr. Brovurt. I believe it is, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Wouldn’t Fort Eustis always, as long as it is the head- 
quarters for the Transportation Corps have a large military personnel / 

Mr. Brovur. Fort Eustis has almost closed a couple of times, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. It isthe headquarters now 4 

Mr. Brovur. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. So as long as it is headquarters—I know it is the head- 
quarters—it is bound to have a stable setup. It has to have it as long 
as it isthe headquarters. It is 1 of the 2 or 3 headquarters in that area 
You have the ground headquarters there. 

Mr. Brovr. Yes, sir; andthe Air Force. 

Mr. Rivers. Do you think the Army has purposely changed the 
ground rules for standard and substandard to make these houses un- 
available to the military, being substandard ? 








Mr. Brour Would you like to answer that ? 

Mr. Bicxrorp. Sir, I would like to answer that, if I may. 

Mr. Rivers. Yes. 

Mr. Bickrorp. The standards that existed in the past was prior to 
the Capehart housing. We had—the last emergency was the title 903 
and 908, which were built at rental units. We hs ad standards that were 
setup by FHA. 

Mr. Rivers. That is right. 

Mr. Bickrorp. Now, the standards that are set up the present time 
by the military far exc ‘eed what is being built as a general rule in the 
same economic conditions for civilian, as they are military. 

In other words, when you get down as to these square-foot areas, 
the average house being built in that area—particularly when you get 
down into the lower gri ades that can still qualify for C apehart housing, 
the units are very adequate at 900 square feet. 

The military, however, for their lowest grade has a limit of 1,080 
square feet. 

Mr. Rivers. That is the minimum. 

Mr. Bickxrorp. That is the minimum setup. But the same people 
making the same income in civilian life cannot qualify to get a house 
at that—— 

Mr. Rivers. We don’t build any houses for the military less than 
1,080 feet. That is the minimum that we require, in the committee. 
That is for the Army, Navy, or Air Force. 

What about that, Mr. Kelleher ? 

Mr. Keviener. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. That is what this committee has approved. 

In addition to that, when we acquire the Wherries, we permit them 
to make a certain investment to bring them up to certain square foot- 
age, with appurtenances. 

Mr. Bicxrorp. The idea, though, sir, is that we can’t compete. In 
other words, we would like to do this as a private industry. We can’t 
do it when they have 40 years. 

Mr. Rivers. This committee does not approve 900 feet. This com- 
mittee has done that. The Congress has done that. 

Mr. Bickrorp. Well, sir, we built these units under defense housing 
laws, as you prescribed them, and they are the units that are going to 
go wanting if you put additional siuiea thie 1 now. 

Mr. Rivers. I am just telling you your complaint is against Con- 
gress, if you are complaining about the foot: age. Is that right, Mr. 
Kelleher? 

Mr. Keiiener. That is correct, sir; repeated in the law last year. 

The Cuairman. Let me get this. Any Wherry houses in this 
vicinity ¢ 

Mr. Brour. Yes, sir. 

The Cuairman. Have they been acquired ? 

Mr. Brovur. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. They are being occupied by military personnel ? 

Mr. Brovur. Yes, sir. 

The CHarirman. Now, these FHA houses are the ones that are 
available ¢ 

Mr. Bickrorp. Yes, sir. They were built under titles 903 and 908. 
They were defense units. 
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The CHarrman. When were they constructed ? 

Mr. Bickrorp. They were constructed in 1951 and 1952. 

Mr. Brovut. 1953, also. 

Mr. Bickrorp. And 1953. 

The Cuarrman. How many FHA houses were built? 

Mr. Bickrorp. There were close to 2,200 that were built at that 
time, sir. 

The CuarrMan. By private capital? 

Mr. Bicxrorp. Yes, sir. 

The CHarrman. And your position is, if you build these two-hun- 
dred-and-some-odd houses why it will affect the FHA houses that 
the private people they have constructed ¢ 

Mr. Bicxrorp. They will vary very greatly, sir, because when the 
military endeavors to make a survey for their needs—I was told by 
the military, at least in questioning with them, that they consider 
everyone on the post. 

Now, there is a demand for housing there, and that can be mis- 
construed in certain representations that the military will make, 
because they will admit that they cannot take the lower grades and 
put them in Capehart housing. Those people live in trailers, and 
in very substandard units. Now, not by these maximum square-foot 
areas. They live in substandard housing, where they will have no 
heat, we will say, where all the heat they will get will come out of 
a cook stove. 

They utilize all of the people on the post whether they can house 
them in Capehart housing, or whether they cannot, They also take 
all people that live in trailers. 

Now, I know for a fact that the vast majority of people in that 
area that are living in trailers are doing it through choice. Because 
if they can live in a trailer and live at a very low expense, they can 
pocket the difference between their quarters allowance and that, and 
they prefer to do it. When they are transferred they can then move 
their trailer on with them. 

A number of people. would rather live in these rental units that do 
rent down as low as $50 a month for a two-bedroom house, rather 
than go and live in the Capehart units. And there have been in- 
stances there I believe where people have been ordered out of private 
housing in order that they might fill up the Capehart housing. 

Mr. Rivers. What would you expect them to do/ 

Mr. Bicxrorp. Well, I would think, sir, that if you had to order 
someone to move out, where he was perfectly happy 

Mr. Rivers. He isn’t rt ning the Army. 

Mr. Bicxrorp. I am sorry; I didn’t get that. 

Mr. Rivers. Someone else is running the Army. He isin the Army. 
When we approve a Capehart project, we expect that Capehart proj- 
ect to be occupied. 

Mr. Bickrorp. It would have to be, sir, I agree. 

Mr. Rivers. We expect that. If a man wants to live in a trailer, 
that is just too bad. That is why we go into these things. 

Mr. Vinson had a committee look into these things. We don’t 
let anybody live in a unit of less than 1,080—what is it, ‘Mr. Kelleher? 

Mr. Kextener. 1,080. 

Mr. Rivers. 1,080. Do you know how large 1,080 square feet is / 











7721 


Mr. Bickrorp. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. It is pretty small. 

Mr. Bicxrorp. It is more than I can build for people with an income 
of $350 per month. 

Mr. Rivers. Can you live in a house less than 1,080? 

Mr. Bicxrorp. Yes, sir. Sir, in that area right now I have a 912 
square foot house, and to date I have 90 of them sold, and I have only 
been able to deliver 4, on account of the weather. There is a terrific 
demand for houses of that square footage in that area. 

The Cuatrman. Let me—— 

Mr. Rivers. That is the only place I found that in America. They 
don't do it in my country. 

Mr. Bicxrorp. Sir, 1 could build them smaller than that if Fanny 
Mae would take them, but that is the closest I could go to get Fanny 
Mae to take them, until a special assistance program came in effect. 

Mr. Rivers. Wait, Mr. Chairman—that is all, Mr. Chairman. 

The CuarirmMan. How close are these FHA houses to the military 
activities ? 

Mr. Bicxrorp. I think, sir, the majority of these will fit within the 
criteria setup, I believe, of 15 miles. 

The CHarrmMan. Fifteen miles? 

Mr. Bickxrorp. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. What would be the average distance, now, of the 
FHA houses that have been built to the military installation ? 

Mr. Bickxrorp. How about yours, Al? How close are yours? 

Mr. Brout. Twelve miles. 

Mr. Bickrorp. Mr. Brout’s are within 12 miles. I would say mine 
are probably within 15 miles. Mine are closer to Langley Field, the 
units that I built. However, a number of them, sir, are occupied by 
people from Fort Eustis. 

The CHatrman. Then it is a distance of about 15 miles from the 
FHA houses to Fort Eustis ? 

Mr. Bicxrorp. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatmrman. To your property. And about 12 miles from the 
other gentleman’s project ? 

Mr. Bicxrorp. That is correct, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Now, what is the total number of vacancies in the 
Fort Eustis area, of rental property, the total number? 

Mr. Bicxrorp. The figures that we have here, sir, are around 250 
units. Now, there are probably more than that. 

The CHarrMan. Only 250 units vacant in that area ? 

Mr. Brour. Vacant. 

Mr. Bicxrorp. Vacant, that is right, sir. There are probaby more 
than that, sir. These are picked out in specific projects. They are 
the only figures I can give you. 

I do know that a survey was run by FHA about a year ago and 
it was touch and go at that time as to whether we weren’t overbuilt. 
We were confined in that area to the point that we were not allowed 
firm commitments to a builder; an operating builder to go out and 
construct houses until last spring, and it only opened up at that time 
because of the demand for low-cost housing. 

The Cuatrman. Now, what is the average cost of the FHA houses? 
Around $8,000 ? 
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Mr. Bicxrorp. Sir, the ones that we have had to build, I would 
say that the maximum mortgage that we had in 1951 and 1952 was 
around $7,500. 

The CuarrMan. Seventy-five hundred dollars / 

Mr. Bickxrorp. That was the average mortgage. 

The Cuarrman. And the average cost of a Capehart house today 
is around $16,000 ? 

Mr. Bicxrorp. That is correct, sir; and a $16,000 house in civilian 
life will take an income of at least $500 or better per month to occupy 
them. 

The Cuatrman. How many units did you build ¢ 

Mr. Bickrorp. I built 462, sir 

The Cuarrman. How many of yours are occupied ¢ 

Mr. Bie KForD. I have a full oceupancy. 

The Cuarrman. All right. Are you selling them or renting them ? 

Mr. Bicxrorp. A lot of them, sir, we are now selling, because the 
people have lived in there over a period of time, and when their lease 
runs out they are offered the opportunity of purchasing it if they 
wish. 

The CHatrman. How many did this other gentleman—how many 
did you build? 

Mr. Brovr. In housing, I built about 500. 

The Cratrman. How many of yours are occupied ? 

Mr. Brovr. All of them are occupied / 

The CuatrMan. Are you at Fort Eustis? 

Mr. Brovur. I beg your pardon, sir! 

The CHAIRMAN. Youare at Fort Eustis / 

Mr. Brovt. Yes, sir; near Fort Eustis. 

The CuHatrman. Where are the builders, then, that have vacancies ? 

Mr. Brovur. We are talking particularly—the vacancies, sir, in 
the apartments and not in the houses. 

The Cuatrman. The apartments that are built over the area there ? 

Mr. Brovr. Yes, sir. We have 250 vacancies in the apartments. 

The CHarrMan. Were those the apartments built under FHA? 

Mr. Brovt. Yes, sir, 

The Cuarrman. And they were large brick apartments ? 

Mr. Brovt. Brick, did you say ? 

The Cuairman. Large brick and frame—stucco / 

Mr. Brovur. Brick and frame. 

The Cuarrman. Allright. I think we have that information. 

Now, let’s hear from the Army. 

Mr. Reece. Mr. Chairman, may I ask one question, for my benefit, of 
Mr. Kelleher ? 

The CuarrMan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Reece. Did this committee authorize or accept the standards of 
houses built under the Wherry Act ? 

Mr. Ketienrr. This committee had no participation in that, Mr. 
Reece. 

The CuarrMan. That isthe Banking and Currency Committee. 

Mr. Rivers. We had nothing to do with that. 

Mr. Brooks. May I ask, Mr. Chairman, one question of the gen- 
tleman 
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Mr. Reece. I might add that I knew they were built under authori- 
zation legislation that was reported by the Banking and Currency 
Committee. I did not know, however, that there had been liaison be- 
tween this committee and the Banking and Currency which involved 
defense housing. 

Mr. Ke_iener. There was no—— 

The CuarrMan. Off the record. 

(Further statement off the record. ) 

The CuarrMan. We are up against it now. 

Mr. Brooks. May I ask a question now, Mr. Chairman / 

The CHarrMAn. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Brooks. You refer to the type of housing which a man with an 
income we will say of $500 would be expected to maintain. What pro- 
portion of a person’s income would you think should be devoted to 
housing / 

Mr. Brovut. Paul. 

Mr. Bicxrorp. The figures set by FHA will run anywhere from a 
quarter to a fifth. 

Mr. Brooks. From 25—from 20 to 25 percent ? 

Mr. Bickrorp. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Brooks. Of the income. 

Now, with a military guy, you would include not only his pay but 
ull of the appointments. 

Mr. Bickrorp. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Brooks. And everything else in connection with his employ- 
ment. 

Mr. Bickrorp. Sir, there, a staff sergeant or the equivalent, unless 
he had 2 dependents, and had had 6 years’ service, could not qualify 
for a $10,700 house until the last pay increase. In the last pay increase 
we were able to qualify him on that basis. 

The CuarrmMan. Let me ask you this question if it doesn’t embarrass 
you. The mortgage insured was around $7,500 ? 

Mr. Bickrorp, That is correct, sir. 

The CHarrMan. You are selling some of them today ? 

Mr. Bickrorp. Yes, sir. 

The CuHatrrman. Would it embarrass you to tell the committee what 
you are asking for your houses ¢ 

Mr. Bickrorp. No, sir; it would not. The units appreciated about 
$1,000 to $1,500 over their original valuation as set up. 

Now, they are being sold, sir, on a hand contract. In other words, 
the people are making their payments, and they pay about $10 a 
month more than they were paying in rent, and until such time as they 
take—you see, we have amortized the mortgages down and at such 
time as they take them up they then get an assumption deed. 

The Craiman. What would be the total asking price for a unit, 
onanaverage? The house has a mortgage of $7,500. 

Mr. Bickrorp. The highest ones that 1 am selling right now, sir, run 
around $8,500, Mine happened to take a mortgage in there of about 
$6,900 and the balance, 10 percent, was my equity in the house. Since 
then we have paid them down considerably. 

The CuarrMan. That is about the average over the country. I was 
thinking around about $8,000 would be the figure. 

Mr. Bickrorp. A lot of mine are $8,000, I gave you my maxinium, 
which was a three-bedroom house. 
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The Cuarrman. That is right. 

Mr. Rivers. Could I inquire, Mr. Chairman ? 
How much are you asking for the land, Mr. 
Mr. Bickrorp. The land, sir Q 

Mr. Rivers. Yes. 

Mr. Bickrorp. It isn’t separated, but the land in there would run 
around—an equivalent lot such as they are on would run in the 
neighborhood of $2,200. 

Mr. Rivers. You are taking into consideration when you sell the 
house what the valuation of the lot would be ¢ 

Mr. Bickrorp. I will answer that this way, sir. That was taken 
into consideration when the original valuation was placed on it. 

Mr. Rivers. Through FHA ¢ 

Mr. Bicxrorp. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Through FHA ? 

Mr. Bickrorp. That is right. 

The Cuarrman. Thank you, gentlemen, very much. It is a privi- 
lege to have you here this morning. 

Now, General, will you plea use come around with reference to 
Capehart housing at Eustis. 

Mr. Rivers. That is Colonel Symbol 

Mr. Ketieuer. Colonel Symbol, sir. 

Mr. Brour. Thank you, sir. 

The CuHarrMan. Go ahead, Colonel. 

Colonel Sympox. Sir, I am Colonel Symbol, Chief of the Family 
Housing Division, Department of the Army. 

Mr. Chairman, I would like to mention at this time that we have 
at Fort Eustis 90 units of Lanham Act housing, 53 units of housing 
that are converted hospital wards, and 80 units that are converted 
barracks. All these 223 sets are substandard and inadequate. We 
have them on a rental basis. 

We have agreed that when these 223 are built we will take these 
923 off our housing inventory. In fact, we have already started that 


hed heal 


program ; 40 of the 90 Lanham Act houses have already been disposed 
of. 

We will take the 53 units from the hospital and the 80 from the bar- 
racks off of our inventory. 

So these houses, Mr. C hairman, are replacement houses on the post, 
and what it will ‘amount to is the people will be moving across the 
street. They are already living on the post. They will move across 
the street from substandard housing into adequate housing. There 
will be no mass movement from outside communities on to the post. 

Mr. Rivers. Could I ask him a question right there, Mr. Chairman ? 

The Cuarrman. Yes. 

Mr. Rivers. All of your Lanham houses are substandard ? 

Colonel Symsou. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. And you were directed to replace them ? 

Colonel Symror. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. This is in consonance with that program? 

Colonel Symprot. Correct, sir. 

The Cuamman. Any further questions from any members of the 
committee ? 

Mr. Becker. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarmman. Mr. Becker. 
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Mr. Brecker. What does the colonel mean by “dispose of these other 
units” ¢ 

Colonel Sympou. Sir, on the Lanham houses, we will actually have 
the Corps of Engineers advertise and try to sell them, if they can 
possibly do it. 

Mr. Becker. You said the houses were disposed of. 

Colonel Symrou. They were sold. 

Mr. Becker. Were they moved off the base, then ? 

Colonel Sympou. Yes, sir. The hospital and the barracks will re- 
vert to mobilization standby. 

The Crairman. Well, members of the committee, in view of the 
statement from the Department, I think the « ‘ommittee is clearly war- 

ranted in permitting this item to continue to stay in the bill. 
[ think that is the proper course to pursue, because the witness has 


clearly stated from his testimony that it is merely a replacement from 
substandard. 


Colonel Sympot. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. And on the premises. 

Colonel Sympou. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bray. Mr. Chairman. Just to clarify it, there is going to be 
no instance in this proposed plan where you will have 1 more set of 
housing—1 more house 

Mr. Rivers. Unit. 

Mr. Bray. For use than you have now ¢ 

Colonel Sympou. That is correct, sir. 

Mr. Bray. It isexactly corresponding ? 

Colonel Sympou. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bray. To what you have now ? 

Colonel Symrox. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bray. These people, under the Lanham Act, have not been 
paying the quarters allowance, but have been paying a rental; is that 
right 

Colonel Sympotr. Since last July 

Mr. Bray. Since we passed out legislation ? 

Colonel SympBou. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bray. Does that also apply to your converted barracks, too? 

Colonel Sympox. Yes, sir; and the hospital wards. 

Mr. Bray. So none of the housing that you are eliminating—with- 
draw that. 

The Government is not getting rental allowance for any one of the 
houses that you are eliminating ? 

Colonel Sympor. All the people living in the substandard housing, 
the 223, are paying rent at the moment, sir. 

Mr. Bray. All right. The the Government is not taking quarters 
allowance for any of those ? 

Colonel Sympou. That is correst, sir. 

Mr. Bray. All right. 

Mr. Rivers. Could I inquire, Mr. Chairman ? 

Will these new houses meet the minimum standard set by this com- 
mittee ¢ 

Colonel Sympou. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Without objection—— 

Mr. Reece. Mr. Chairman, may I ask? 
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Mr. Brooks. Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Reece. Pardon me. 

The CuHarrman Mr. Brooks. 

Mr. Brooxs. May I inquire this: How many people do you have 
around there living in trailers? 

Colonel SymBou. Sir—— 

Mr. Brooks. I don’t think it becomes the standard of the Army or 
the military to force or even permit its people to live indefinitely in 
trailers. Ithink they ought to be at home. 

Colonel Sympon. Sir, we have a total of 152 that are living offbase 
in substandard housing, and we have an additional 52 that are paying 
excess rent, and 58 that are living an excess distance. 

The Cuamman. I don’t think including this item of 223 units 
going to disturb the housing situation in that area, from your state- 
ment. Therefore, I think the committee is clearly warranted in let- 
ting this item stay in the bill. 

Mr. Rivers. Without objection. 

The CHatrMan. Without objection, it is so ordered. 

Colonel Sympou. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Thank you, gentlemen, for coming up here. We 
appreciate your information. We are very much concerned to see 
that there is no overbuilding takes place. 

Mr. Durnam. Mr. Chairman, could we refer to page 9, line item 
14, at Fort Bragg, at this time ? 

The Cuatrman. I was going to wait until Mr. 

Mr. Duruam. If you are going to carry it over, why, it is all right. 

The Cuarrman. Yes, lam going to carry it over. 

Now, members of the committee, let’s turn—there are 2 other items 
of houses in here, 1 at Camp Bragg and 1—no, just 1. 

Mr. Smart. Bragg. 

The CuarrMan. Bragg is the only one. 

Mr. Ketiener. Yes, Bragg. 

Mr. Bray. What page is that on / 

Mr. Keviener. Page 9, line 14, Mr. Bray. 

The Cuamman. We will take that up when Congressman Lennon 
comes up here. 

Mr. Kelleher, where do we start now ? 

Mr. Keviener. General provisions, Mr. Chairman, on page 57. 

The Cuatrman. All right. 

Now, who is here from the Department ? 

Mr. Smart. Department of Defense. 

Mr. Kewiener. Mr. Fore. 

Mr. Nasu. He stepped out for a moment. 

The Carman. Read the first section. 

Mr. KeLiener. Yes, sir. 

The CuatrMan. Section 501 of the bill, Members. 

Mr. KeLLener (reading) : 

Sec. 501. The Secretary of Defense and the Secretary of each military depart- 
ment may proceed to establish or develop installations and facilities under this 
Act without regard to sections 3648 and 3734 of the Revised Statutes, as amended. 

Would you like me at this point to tell you what they are, Mr. 
Chairman. 

Mr. Durnam. What page is that ? 
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Mr. Ketiener. Page 57, starting on line 7. 
Section 3648 of the Revised Statutes precludes the advance pay- 
ments toa contractor. This would except the contracts under this act 


from that prohibition. Frequently, it is necessary to make such 
payments. 


The Cuarrman. This is the same language every year. 

Mr. Kewiener. Yes, sir. 

The CuarrmMan. It has been in there for many years. 

Mr. Ketitener. Yes, sir. 

Section 3734 is a requirement of law that, in part, states that the 
Department of Defense would have to submit to the General Services 
Administration sketch plans of all of their structures, and so on. 
That has always been eliminated in the same fashion in previous bills. 

And section 4774 is a provision of law that requires a specific 
authority for any building costing in excess of $100,000. Well, there 
always is in the law author ity for what is called minor construction. 
It goes up to $200,000. 

Section 9774 (d) of title 10 is merely the Air Force counterpart of 
the 4774. 

The CuatrmMan. Read on, now. 

Mr. Ke.iener (reading) : 

The authority to place permanent or temporary improvements on land includes 
authority for surveys, administration, overhead, planning, and supervision inci- 
dent to construction. That authority may be exercised before title to the land 
is approved under section 355 of the Revised Statutes, as amended (40 U. 8. C. 
255), and even though the land is held temporarily. 

Three hundred and fifty-five of the Revised Statutes is the law 
that requires the Attorney General render an opinion as to the val- 
idity of the title. This does not preclude that, Mr. Chairman, but 
merely means that operations can go on there prior thereto. 

The CraimMan. Section 502 is the same as was in the law last 
year ¢ 

Mr. Keviener. Yes, sir. [Reading:] 

The authority to acquire real estate or land includes authority to make sur- 
veys and to acquire land, and interests in land (including temporary use), by 
gift, purchase, exchange of Government-owned land, or otherwise. 

The Cuarrman. All right. Now, members of the committee, you 
understand this section is identical with what has been in all public- 
works bills for a great many years. 

Without objection, it is agreed to. 

Read section 502. 

Mr. Keiiener. [Reading :] 


Sec. 502. There are authorized to be appropriated such sums as may be nec: 
essary for the purposes of this act, but appropriations, for public-works proj- 
ects authorized by titles I, II, III, and IV shall not exceed——— 
and then the totals are given, and they will be all changed. 


The Carman. That is right. Without objection, we will agree 
to that. We may change the figures later on. 

Mr. KeLLener. Yes, s sir. 

The Cuamrman. Now, read on. 

Mr. Ketiener. [Reading:] 


Sec. 503. Any of the amounts named in titles I, II, and III of this Act may, 
in this discretion of the Secretary concerned, be increased by 5 per centum for 
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projects inside the United States and by 10 per centum for projects outside 
the United States. However, the total cost of all projects in each such title 
may not be more than the total amount authorized to be appropriated for 


projects in that title. 

Again 

The Cuarrman. That is the same as it is in the law now. 

Mr. Ketiener. Right. 

Mr. Bray. That has been in there for several years, has it? 

Mr. Smart. Yes. 

Mr. Ketiener. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarman. Allright. Now, section 504. 

Mr. Kewiener. [Reading :] 

Sec. 504. Any outstanding authority heretofore provided by the Act of Sep- 
tember 1, 1954 (68 Stat. 1119), the Act of July 15, 1955 (69 Stat. 324), and the 
Act of August 3, 1956 (70 Stat. 991), for the provision of family housing shall 


be available for the construction of family housing at any installations for 
which appropriated fund family housing is authorized to be constructed under 


titles I and III of this Act. 

And again, Mr. Chairman, that merely gives the authority for the 
777 Air Force and I believe the 158 Army houses in here, to utilize 
old existing authority so it is not added to this bill. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. Without objection, that is agreed 


to. 
Mr. Keiiener (reading) : 
Sec. 505. Whenever— 

(1) the President determines that compliance with section 2313 (b) of 
title 10, United States Code, for contracts made under this Act for the 
establishment or development of military installations and facilities in 
foreign countries would interfere with the carrying out of this Act; and 

(2) the Secretary of Defense and the Comptroller General have agreed 
upon alternative methods of adequately auditing those contracts; the Presi- 
dent may exempt those contracts from the requirements of that section. 


The CuarrMan. That is the same as is in the law now ? 

Mr. Keviener. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Without objection, that is agreed to. 

Now, this is new. 

Mr. Kewtiener. Section 506. This was in last year, Mr. Chairman. 

Contracts made by the United States under this Act shall be awarded, insofar 
as practicable, on a competitive basis to the lowest responsible bidder, if the 
national security will not be impaired and the award is consistent with chapter 
137 of title 10, United States Code, and section 15 of the Act of August 9, 1955. 
(69 Stat. 547,551). The Secretaries of the military departments— 

I might say, Mr. Chairman, I think you want to put in the Secretary 
of Defense and the Secretaries of the military departments— 

shall report semiannually to the President of the Senate and the Speaker of 
the House of Representatives with respect to all contracts awarded on other 
than a competitive basis to the lowest responsible bidder. 

The Cuarmman. Now, in that connection, members of the com- 
mittee, the record shows that approximately 95 percent of all con- 
tracts made by the engineers and the Bureau of Yards and Docks 
with reference to all public works, is under competitive bidding. 
This does give the flexibility if the situation so permits, to have 


negotiated contracts. 
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I think that it would be all right to include the Secretary of De- 
fense. I hope someone besides myself will read these reports. But 
we do read them, and they contain valuable information. 

Without objection, we will include a report from the Secretary of 
Defense, as well as the others. 

Mr. Rivers. Could I inquire, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Bray. Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Rivers. That exception where the security of the country 
wouldn’t permit a project to be advertised—that would fall in the 
exception ¢ 

Mr. Keviener. Yes, it might be a remote radar site, for example, 
or something of that kind, and you just couldn’t get a bid on it. 

Mr. Rivers. I see. 

Mr. Bray. Mr. Chairman. You said 95 percent. That applies to 
continental United States ? 

The Cuarrman. Oh, yes. 

Mr. Bray. That is what I thought. 

The Coarman. Now, we have a magnificent record 

Mr. Mitier. Mr. Chairman. 

The CruairMan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Murr. With respect to the statement that the counsel just 
made, I can cite one case, quite recently, where the Army engineers 
within the United States completely F Ravicana Be this. Frankly, I 
am going to lay it before the Comptroller General. I just want to 
make the record very clear, that the Army engineers—this outfit that 
we are so proud of—has been slipping a little bit. 

The Cuarmrman.I do think, Mr. Miller, they have a most mag- 
nificent record, the Department, with reference to public bids in alk 
this public works bill. 

r. Mutter. I have always agreed with you, sir, and I have been on 
some of these committees. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

Mr. Miter. But this is a case where there has been quite a deflection 
from the system of prior accomplishment. 

The CuarrmMan. Without objection, the section is agreed to, with 
the amendment. 

Mr. Duruam. Mr. Chairman—— 

The Cuareman. Mr. Durham. 

Mr. DurHam. You said we are including the Secretary of Defense 
in this reporting. Why isit important? 

The CHarrMAn. Well, because the Secretary of Defense is the head 
of everything. It is all right for him to get up a report to show how 
much competitive it is. It saves the Hébert subcommittee from having 
todoit. We have it here now, and we know exactly how many billions 
of dollars there are in public bids and how much is negotiated contract. 

Mr. KeLLeHer. her he gets $50 million in here, too, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman., Yes. 

Mr. Duruam. I wasn’t thinking of the elimination, or saving time, 
if the Secretary of Defense makes the report. 

The CHarrMan. No. 

You see, the philosophy of the other bill was that the Secretary of 
Defense makes reports and then these service Secretaries make report. 
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Mr. Ketitener. The Secretary of Defense will report on his $50 
million and the service Secretaries on each of their own amounts. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

You see, we give $50 million in here. 

Mr. Rivers. Then I will ask the service Secretaries to keep in busi- 
ness. 

The Cuairman. Without objection, the section is agreed to. Now, 
read the next one. 

Mr. KeL.Lener (reading) : 

Sec. 507. As of July 1, 1959, all authorization for military public works to be 
accomplished by the Secretary of a military department in connection with the 
establishment or development of military installations and and facilities and all 
authorizations for appropriations therefor, that are contained in Acts approved 
before August 4, 1956, and not superseded or otherwise modified by a later 
authorization are repealed, except 

This, Mr. Chairman, cuts it down to 3 years. It was 5, then 4, and 
now 3. 

The Cuamman. This is the same as it was in last year’s bill, and this 
will prohibit a large unfunded list of items. 

Mr. Ketiener. The items of course are not the same. The excep- 
tions this year are not the same. 

The Cuatrman.. That is right. 

Without objection, 507 is approved. 

Allright, now section 50—— 

Mr. Ketiener. 508, Mr. Chairman, on page 62, line 16. 

9 ’ 5 ’ 

The Cuarmman. That is right. 

Mr. KeLLener (reading) : 

Sec. 508. Section 408 (b) of the Act of June 17, 1950 (64 Stat. 236, 245), is 

hereby repealed. 
That is the report that is made at the beginning of each Congress by 
the military departments, on unfunded authorization. It is the 
thought now that with it being rescinded automatically, the report is 
no longer necessary. 

The Cuamman. That is right, it is no longer needed. 

Mr. KeLieuer (reading) : 

Sec. 509. Section 515 of the Act of July 15, 1955 (69 Stat. 324, 352), as amended, 
is further amended to reads as follows: 

“Sec. 515. During fiscal years 1958 through and including 1961, the Secre- 
taries of the Army, Navy, and Air Force, respectively, are authoribed to lease 
housing facilities at or near military tactical installations for assignment as 
public quarters to military personnel and their dependents, if any, without 
rental charge upon a determination by the Secretary of Defense, or his designee, 
that there is a lack of adequate housing facilities at or near such military tactical 
installations.” 

The Cuairman. This is the same as it was last year and it applies 
to Nike installations. Instead of building them, we will go in the 
community and rent them. 

Without objection, that section is agreed to. 

Mr. Ke_iener (reading) : 

Sec. 510. Section 406 of the Act of August 3, 1946 (70 Stat. 991, 1015), is 


amended to read as follows: 
“Sec. 406 (a) The Secretary of a military department may acquire any inter- 


est in land that— 
“(1) he or his designee determines is needed in the interest of national 


defense ; and 
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“(2) does not cost more than $25,000 (exclusive of administrative costs 
and the amounts of any deficiency judgments). 
This section does not authorize the acquisition, as part of the same project, of 
two or more contiguous parcels of land that together cost more than $25,000.” 

Today, the law is $5,000. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

Mr. Ketiener. This was suggested last year by the Department. 
There didn’t appear to be any great opposition, but it was the final 
judgment of the committee that it should remain at $5,000. 

The Cuairman. Now, explain exactly to the committee what this 
does. 

Mr. Keiiener. Yes, sir. 

Today, any land acquisition that involves more than $5,000 must be 
a specific line item in the bill. Once in a while, the Department runs 
into an instance where they have a radar installation or some other 
relatively small project where the cost of the property is six or seven 
or eight thousand dollars. 

That means they must wait until the next year, the only alternative 
being to lease the property in the interim and then purchase it the 
next year. 

This would let it rise to $25,000. 

The CuarrmMan. Well 

Mr. Duruam. Now, Mr. Chairman, this is something that is im- 
portant. 

The CuatrmMan. Well, we have to have flexibility. 

It isnotmuch. This doesn’t happen often. 

Mr. Rivers. You got inflation, anyway. 

Mr. Durnam. They can acquire land and keep on acquiring land. 

The Cuatrman. No. Without objection, the section is agreed to. 

Mr. Rivers. We just don’t have enough time to approve them, any- 
way. 

Mr. Gavin. Mr. Chairman 

The Cuarman. Mr. Gavin—— 

Mr. Gavin. Going back to section 515 for a minute—— 

The CHamrMan. Order. 

Mr. Gavin. I merely wanted to make an observation. 

i can’t understand where these tactical units are developed or pro- 
gramed that housing facilities are not developed along with the 
project. 

In other words, you are talking about these Nike installations, and 
you are renting houses because there are no houses for the personnel 
at that installation. 

Now, those individuals may be 2 or 3 miles from the installation, 
and when there is an alert and they have to go through the traffic, 
how are they going to get to these units to perform their duties when 
they are out 4 or 5 miles from the area? 

The Cuairman. I don’t think, Mr. Gavin, you will find many of 
them a mile and a half away from the installation. 

Mr. Gavin. I hope not. 

The CHarrman. They are right in that neighborhood. That is the 
reason we want to give them the authority to rent. 

Mr. Gavin. You have to give them the authority. 

There is no question about that. But I say when they are plan- 
ning the project why don’t they plan the housing right along with it. 
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The CuHatrman. We will save money by permitting them to rent. 

Mr. Gavin. You might save money, but if you are ever alerted the 
matter of money won’t make much material difference, when the 
planes are coming over at you. 

The Cuarrman. They will be there. 

What is the next section ? 

Mr. Lanxrorp. Mr. Chairman, may I ask a question on that provi- 
sion for letting them acquire land 

The Coarrman. What? 

Mr. Lanxrorp. On the provision which Mr. Kelleher just read, 
about acquiring land up to the amount of $25,000. Any land under 
the $25,000 that is acquired without a specific line item will still come 
before Mr. Rivers’ subcommittee, will it not ? 

Mr. Ketiener. You mean in excess of $25,000. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. No; under $25,000. 

Mr. Kewtener. No; it will not. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. It would not come? 

Mr. Kevitener. Only asa report and not a clearance. 

The Cuarmman. Allright. Read the next section now. 

Mr. Ke.iener (reading) : 

Sec. 511. Section 408 (a) of the Act of August 3, 1956 (70 Stat. 991, 1016), is 
amended by adding the following new subsection at the end thereof: 

“(5) No determination that a project is urgently required shall be necessary 
for projects, the cost of which is not in excess of $5,000.” 

The law today says that any of these minor projects need to be urgently 
required before this authority can be exercised. 

The Department requests that the word “urgently” be stricken be- 
cause it takes so much paperwork for a determination that it is urgent, 
that it is very expensive and time consuming. 

The Cuatrman. All right. Without objection, it is agreed to. 

Section 512. 

Mr. KevieHer (reading) : 

Sec. 512. Subsection (a) of section 406 of the Act of August 30, 1957 (71 Stat. 
531, 556), is amended to read as follows: 

“(a) Notwithstanding the provisions of any other law, and effective July 1, 
1958, no family housing units shall be contracted for or acquired at or in support 
of military installations or activities unless the actual number of units involved 
has been specifically authorized by an annual military construction authorization 


act, except (1) housing units required to be acquired pursuant to the provisions 
of section 404 of the Housing Amendments of 1955”— 


and so far that is the law today— 


“(2) housing units leased, utilizing available operation and maintenance appro- 
priations, for terms of one year, whether renewable or not, or for terms of not 
more than five years, pursuant to the provisions of section 417 of the Act of 
August 3, 1956 (70 Stat. 991, 1018); and (3) rental guaranty family housing 
authorized under section 302 of the Act of July 14, 1952 (66 Stat. 606, 662).” 


Mr. Chairman, may I point out that those 2, exceptions (2) and 
(3),are added now. They are new. 

The Cuatrman. Now let’s discuss those two new ones. 

Mr. Keiiener. Yes, sir. 

The housing units that would not have to come within the pro- 
visions of this are those that are leased for a year or so, that we just 
covered—at Nike sites and so on. You couldn’t ever predict in ad- 
vance when you are going to get this house so you could get a clear- 
ance. 
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By the time you did, the house wouldn’t be available, perhaps. 

The Cuairman. Then in view of that statement they are on sound 
ground in putting this addition to it. 

Mr. Ketiener. Yes, sir. 

The CuairmaAn. No doubt. 

Mr. Keiener. And (8) is rental guaranty family housing. That 
is the so-called French Wherry housing. 

The Cuatrman. That is right. 

Mr. Ketiener. Started in | France, and now is in some other coun- 
tries. 

Actually, it is not military construction at all. It is entirely built 
with private funds. 

Mr. Rivers. That guaranty thing. 

Mr. Kexiener. That is right. 

The CuatrMan. Without objection, that is agree to. 

Mr. Ketiener. Now, there would be a fourth one suggested, Mr. 
Chairman, and this goes back to our Capehart houses. 

The Cuairman. Isthis an amendment? 

Mr. Ketiener. This is a new amendment, yes, sir, that was dis- 
cussed before. 

You may recall you asked General Rentz whether he shouldn’t have 
some elasticity to build Capehart houses at a missile site, let’s say, 
where he couldn’t have anticipated that requirement, and put it in 
as a line item in here. 

This language is the suggested language to accomplish that. 

The Cuatrman. The question didn’t prompt the amendment did 
it? 

Mr. Ketiener. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. My question prompted the amendment. 

Mr. Keiiener. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Then I must keep my mouth shut. [Laughter.] 

Go ahead and read it. 

Mr. Rivers. But you are different, Mr. Chairman. [Further 
laughter. | 

The CHatrMan. Let’s see what it is. 

Mr. Ketitener. Four—the fourth exception : 

To the extent that any of the authorizations of subsections 104 (b), 204 (b), and 
804 (b) of this Act to construct housing at locations specified therein are not 
utilized, such authorizations may be exercised to construct housing at other 
locations: Provided, That the total number of housing units to be constructed 
under the authority of this subsection may not exceed for any service the total 
number of units authorized in its subsection. 

The Cuatrman. That means just pushing them about. 

Mr. Ketitener. Abilene Air Force Base, we will say now, has a line 
item in here for 1,000 units. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

Mr. Ketiener. For some reason or other the mission is changed at 
Abilene. Two missile sites come in in the northern part of the United 
States—— 

The Cuamman. Then you are losing control and you are getting 
away from the line item thought. 

Mr. Keriener. That is right, Mr. Chairman. 
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The Carman. Well, I don’t think we are sound. 

Let the amendment be forgotten. [Laughter. | 

Allright. Now read the next section. 

Mr. Gavin. General Rentz is here. Maybe the general would like 
to be heard, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHarrMan. Well 

Mr. Gavin. Maybe the general would like to be heard on it. 

The Cuamrman. Well it was my question that prompted such an 
amendment as that. It shows my question wasn’t well founded. 

Mr. Rivers. The general—— 

The Cuarrman. All right, General, now. 

General Renrz. Mr. Chairman, I don’t think your question 
prompted this wording, sir. 

When we came to this section of the bill, I started that this was the 
first year we had to get all the Capeharts approved on an annual basis. 

The Cramman. Line basis. 

General Rentz. We were building in rigidity that may be very detri- 
mental to the mission of the three services. 

The Cuarrman. Well, General, you know what you want to build 
now. And you have the line items all established. 

You are being authorized. And by the flexibility of this amend- 
ment, why you could say, “Well, we probably were in error in building 
at this base, but we did not ask the committee for that at another base, 
so we will just go up to the other base, because we are in the total 
number of the whole program.” 

That is not a saasiad way to legislate. 

Mr. Gavin. Do you intend to do that, General ? 

General Rentz. No, sir; we do not intend to do it that way, sir. 

Let me give an example, Mr. Chairman. 

The CuatmrMan. That would be the sum and substance of it? That 
would be the effect of it, would it not ? 

General Rentz. It could be the effect of it. 

The Cuatrman. Certainly. 

Mr. Rivers. That would be the only way you could do it. 

General Rentz. The only way we ‘could. Let me give an example. 
We were able to negotiate with the Navy for the use of Brunswick 
Naval Air Station, for a tanker squadron relocation. We do not have 
Brunswick listed in this bill for any Capehart housing. Under this 
revision, we could go ahead, now that we have the mission approved 
at Brunswick, and build Capehart housing. 

The Cuamman. Yes; you could take them from some other base. 

General Rentz. That is right. 

The Cuamman. That is right. Well, it is exactly what I said, that 
the whole purpose of it is. It is to have you shift them backward and 
forward, and nullifying the intent of a line item. That is what it is. 
Isn’t it ? 

It is not intended that. You want the flexibility. 

Mr. Lancaster. Mr. Chairman, I am David N. Lancaster, of Mr. 
Bryant’s Office 

The Cuatrman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Lancaster. I would like to state that Mr. Bryant’s organiza- 
tion approves this amendment. We have reviewed it and we have 
cleared it with the Bureau of the Budget who also approved it. We 
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feel it would make a valuable contribution to the effective manage- 
ment of this program and would not result in any abuse. 

The Cuairman. Well, that may be true. 

But then what is the use of having line items ? 

Mr. Lancaster. We feel, sir 

The Cuarrman. If you are going to live by line items, go live by 
line items. 

Mr. Lancaster. Sir, we feel the changes carried forward under this 
amendment would amount to an insignificant portion of the program. 

The Cuarrman. Well, the committee and Congress would not know 
how many units are going to be built, notwithstanding the fact that, 
there is a line item for so many units. You could transfer them all 
over the country, just as you saw fit, under the latitude of that amend- 
ment. Isn’t that right? 

Mr. Lancaster. We recognize your position, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Allright. That is enough said to me. 

I don’t think the committee would be sound on that. I think if 
you are going to do things and establish a yardstick, go by the 
yardstick, and don’t have a yardstick that is flexible and which 
would be equivalent to nullifying the line items. 

Mr. Gavin. The colonel wants to be heard, I think, Mr. Chairman. 

The CuHarrMan. Colonel 

Mr. Ketitener. General Gill. 

General Gu. I am Gen. Joseph E. Gill, Deputy Director for Fa- 
cilities Support, Directorate of Installations, Headquarters, USAF. 

Mr. Chairman, Mr. Gavin had a point here a few minutes ago that 
I think is very pertinent to the question. 

Mr. Gavin. I am glad to hear you say that, because evidently 
nobody else did. 

The Cuarrman. I want him to give his views. 

Mr. Gavin. Go ahead. I just replied to it. I thought it was 

pertinent, General, I might say, but nobody else evidently did. So 
sroceed. 
General Giti. The question that is asked, not only here, but else- 
where: Why is it that housing does not come into being at the 
same time as the operational facilities. Now, there is a very good 
reason for that. All of our housing is programed in an entirely 
different fashion. Every time we approve a project we must get 
the concurrence of the field office director of FHA, we must see the 
local people to see that they agree with it—it takes a much longer 
time for us to program family housing. 

So the result is that we are continually being placed in the posi- 
tion of having the operational facility existent and no family hous- 
ing. By giving us this flexibility, you will permit us to bring the 
two things—the operational facility and the housing—into being at 
approximately the same time. 

The five bases that we added this year—Pinecastle, in Florida; 
Beal Air Force Base; Duluth; Clinton County; and Donaldson: We 
knew there was a requirement for housing there. But the length 
of time it took us to get it agreed to by all concerned did not give 
us time to have it printed in the bill. This is continually happen- 
ing. So therefore, I think that your suggestion for some flexibility 
is a very wise thing, and a useful thing to the Air Force. 
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Mr. Rivers. Could I inquire, Mr. Chairman ? 

You haven’t any housing in here for Donaldson. 

General Gitt. We have it in now. We had to get it in as a late 
starter. That is when Mr. Vinson suggested we should have some 
flexibility. 

(Mr. Kelleher, aside to chairman.) 

The Cuarmman. Now, let’s see. We might be able to reach a deci- 
sion in regard to flexibility. 

What is the total number of units for the Air Force? 

Fifty-one thousand in the whole bill ? 

Mr. Ketitener. Yes, about 30,000—— 

General Guu. Thirty-two thousand. 

Mr. Ketiener. Thirty-two thousand. 

The Cuarman. And they are line items. 

Mr. Keviener. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarman. Of course, you may be too rigid in this day and 
age. You can’t be as firm as probably we have been in the past, be- 
cause things change. It might be wise to have a flexibility of at least 
10 percent. 

Mr. Rivers. That would be better. 

The Cuarrman. And that would be 10 percent of your 30,000; 
wouldn’t it? 

Mr. Ketiener. Yes, sir. 

The Cuamman,. Well, I would say that is pretty flexible, 10 percent, 
on that. 

Mr. Bray. Mr. Chairman, I don’t think that would work. 

I want to point out one thing, that I don’t believe this should be in 
there. 

The other day you will recall they came in with a project, where 
they said Fort Shafter, but they admitted on questioning that they 
meant to put it at Fort Derussy. They were putting a $16,000 house 
on $50,000 lots at Fort Derussy. That simply is inexcusable. The 
committee knocked it out. It was unanimous. 

It was knocked out without any difficulty. Yet, that had been 
passed by everyone on that, and it would have been done. This would 

ive them the right to come back and do that. I think—no one has 
n any more in favor of adequate family housing through the years 
that I have been on the committee, than [ have. But nothing could 
put it worse for us to make some silly—take that out, and say, make 
mistakes, like that certainly would have been, to put $17,000 houses on 
$50,000 lots, that not only the Department of the Army but the De- 
partment of Defense approved of. I simply, for one, want to pass on 
these matters, because we can wreck the whole housing project by some 
very inadvised action, that that certainly would have been. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman, let me say this: From our experience 
in the committee, though, you may have a breakthrough in these mis- 
siles. You have dispersion of these installations. We put a ceilin 
on the kind of housing that you can build, under the Capehart. So f 
think we should arrive at some percentage. If 10 percent is too much, 
I think we should cut it down some. 

But I believe we better give them some. 
Mr. Gavin. I don’t think 10 percent is too much. 
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The Cuatrman. I would think in view of all the facts that are in 
here that we would not be far wrong if we did give them some flex- 
ibility, and I would say around, about 10 percent. 

Then I do think, Mr. Kelleher and Gener al, a report should be sub- 
mitted to Congress. 

Mr. Rivers. Yes. 

The CHarmman. Showing where the flexibility has been utilized 
that is taking place in getting away from your line items. 

In that way we could keep up with it, don’t you see? 

General Rentz. Yes, sir; we would be glad to furnish that report. 

The Cuarrman. I think we would be warranted in doing that. 

Without objection—— 

Mr. Bray. There is objection, and I want to show on the record 
that I object to it on the committee. 

The CuatrmMan. All in favor of giving them a 10-percent flexibility 
in reference to this language, and to be properly drafted and with a 
report submitted to the committee, hold up your hand. 

(Show of hands.) 

Mr. Keutiener. Eight, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarman,. All opposed, hold up your hand. 

Mr. Keviener. Six. 

The CHarrmMan. Without objection, let counsel fix up an amend- 
ment for the consideration of the full committee. Now, the next 
one—— 

Mr. Bray. I again want to show the record that I object. 

The CHarrman. The next one is section 513. 

Mr. Keitener. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Now, this is a very important section. This one 
repeals—— 

Mr. Rivers. What page is that on ? 

Mr. Keviener. Page 65. 

The Cuarrman. Isn’t that the one? 

Mr. Ketiener. That is right. 

The Cuatrman. This provision repeals a wise provision of law 
which requires a clearance before the Armed Services Committee. 

I think in view of the fact that it has been in existence—how long 
has it been in existence ? 

Mr. Ketiener. Since 1951, for all departments, and since 1944 for 
the Navy, alone. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

Mr. Rivers. That is the land proposition ¢ 

Mr. Keiiener. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. I think we better let this stay in the law. 

Mr. Rivers. This just repeals our committee, doesn’t it ? 

The Cuarrman. Well, it repeals the authority of Congress through 
this committee getting some notice about it. 

Without objection, the item is stricken from the bill. 

Now 

Mr. Smart. Better knock out all of section 513. 

The Cuarrman. Members of the committee, that finishes the bill. 

Now, I think we have 2 items to clear up in here—3 items, I think. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. C hairman, I got a little item on some housing. 

Phil, read that item on the housing there. 
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Mr. Ketiener. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. On page 25. 

Mr. Kettner. On page 25, following line 20, add a new item as 
follows: Marine Corps Recruit Depot, Parris Island, S. C., 85 units. 
That would be an additional Wherry acquisition inserted in here, 
in addition to the three that have already been inserted. 

The Cuatrman. Is that requested by the Marine Corps? 

Mr. Ketiener. Yes, sir. 

The Cuairman. Without objection, it is agreed to. 

Now, members of the committee, 1 asked Mr. Kelleher to prepare 
an amendment with reference to authorizing the permissive sale of 
Fort 

(Parris Island was determined to be a mandatory project.) 

Mr. Keviener. San Jacinto. 

The CuatrMan. San Jacinto. 

Have you prepared that ‘ 

Mr. KeLLeHErR. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarman. Read that amendment. 

Mr. Ketiener. It will be a new section—— 

The Cuarrman. It is the same as Mr. Higgins suggested the other 
day. 

Mr. Ketiener: Yes, sir; with one addition, language to authorize 
the $44,168,000 for the new ‘facility. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

We all had the benefit of that testimony. It is not mandatory? 

Mr. Ketiener. No, sir; it is not. 

The Cuatrman. Not mandatory. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. It is not mandatory ? 

The CHatrman. It is not mandatory. 

Mr. Ketriener. It is not, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Without objection, the amendment is agreed to. 

Mr. Fore. Mr. Chairman, I am Allen Fore, from the Office of 
Secretary of Defense. 

We are in full accord with Mr. Higgins’ recommended addition. 

The Cuarrman. What? 

Mr. Fore. But we would like to make one slight suggested revision 
in the wording. 

The Cuarrman. Talk a little louder. 

Mr. Ketiener. Go back over the whole thing, Mr. Fore. 

Mr. Fore. Mr. Chairman, we, in the Office of Secretary of Defense, 
accept Mr. Higgins’ proposed amendment, but we would like to sug- 
gest to the committee two minor w ording changes. 

The Cuarrman. Write them in there, then. What do you want? 

Mr. Fore. Mr. Whittet will read those. 

Mr. Wurrtet. In the first line—— 

The Cuamman. Speak out, sir. It is a little hard to hear you. 

Mr. Wuirrer. In the first line of section 109, we would like to insert 
the words, after “The Secretary of the Army,” “with the approval 
of the Secretary of Defense.” 

The Cuarrman. Well, I would do one step further. 

I would say with approval of the President—Secretary of Defense is 
allright. That is all right. 











—m 


7739 


Mr. Wuirter. In section (a) we would like to insert the words—I 
will read it. 
United States may retain possession of the depot or any part thereof only until 
such time as substitute facilities— 


we would like to substitute the words “if required.” 

The Cuarman. All right. 

Without objection, the amendment is agreed to. 

Now, we have everything pretty well wound up, except that Cape- 
hart houses at 

Mr. Keiitener. Fort Bragg. 

The CuatrMan. Fort Bragg. Read the Congressman’s letter there, 
and let’s see what the suggestion is. 

Mr. Ketiener. I will have to get it. 

Mr. Rivers. Here. {| Hands letter. | 

The CHarMan. Now, let’s see what is Mr. Lennon’s complaint about 
the item and what is the Department’s views ? 

Mr. Keitiener. Yes, sir. It is dated June 14, 1958, and addressed to 
you, Mr. Chairman. [Reading :] 


On Tuesday, May 15, 1956, your committee authorized the Department of 
Defense to construct 1,500 Capehart housing units at Fort Bragg, N. C. At this 
hearing the Chamber of Commerce of Fayetteville, N. C., enthusiastically sup- 
ported this proposal. Since that time, over 700 of these 1,500 units have been com- 
pleted and are now occupied. The balance are now under construction and will 
be completed and ready for occupancy during the late summer months. 


The CHatrmMan. That is the original 1,500? 
Mr. Ketiener. That is right; yes, sir. [Continues reading: ] 


In December 1957 the Department of Defense announced that a survey would 
be taken in the Fort Bragg-Fayetteville area to determine if 500 additional 
Capehart housing units were needed at Fort Bragg and 560 Capehart housing units 
needed at Pope Air Base. These military installations are part of the same 
Government reservation. On January 20, 1958, a survey team from the Depart- 
ment of Defense, headed by Mr. Harlow Harvey from the Office of the Assist- 
ant Secretary of Defense, Hon. Floyd Bryant, visited Fayetteville and Fort 
Bragg, N. C., to study housing conditions. The Department of Defense an- 
nounced in April 1958 that the request for the 2 services of 1,060 housing units 
had been cut to 367 as a result of the survey and a line item request made for 
same. On May 6, 1958, the Chamber of Commerce of Fayetteville, with 754 mem- 
bers representing every segment of the economy of that entire area, conducted 
a vote to determine the feeling with respect to these 367 Capehart housing units, 
to be constructed at Fort Bragg. The vote was better than 2% to 1 against these 
additional housing units. 

Floyd 8S. Bryant, Assistant Secretary of Defense, and on May 12, 1958, such a 
conference was held at which time Mr. J. Bernard Stein, president of the cham- 
ber of commerce, and others recorded their opposition and gave their reasons 
why these additional housing units should not be constructed at this time. Mr. 
Bryant stated that he had already requested the Armed Services Committee to 
include the 367 units as a line item. 

The reasons given by the chamber of commerce for their opposition to the 
construction of these additional 367 Capehart housing units follow: 

1. Evidence that the vacancy rate among rental units in the supporting com- 
munity was 4.9 percent at the time of the survey, January 20, 1958. The 
national average at that time was less than 2 percent. 

2. Evidence that the vacancy rate would jump to nearly 7 percent upon com- 
pletion of the 1,500 Capehart housing units presently being constructed or 
already completed. 

8. Evidence that the rate would go even higher if additional housing units 
were built on the post. 
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He is speaking of the 367 units. 


4. Charts showing decline of personnel at Fort Bragg and Pope Air Base. 

5. Maps were presented showing loeation of 541 vacant homes for rent and 
adequate for occupancy. Many of the 541 were new and with 3 bedrooms. 

The evidence was conclusive that the housing conditions in the Fayetteville 
area had greatly changed from the time of the survey in January 1958 until 
the conference was held on May 12, 1958. Mr. Bryant indicated that if he had 
known of these changed conditions, his position might have been different with 
respect to his recommendations for the 367 additional units at Fort Bragg. 

Mr. Vinson, I am advised that you received a telegram on or about June 5, 
1958, from the Fayetteville Chamber of Commerce which stated its official posi- 
tion as being definitely opposed to additional Capehart housing units at Fort 
Bragg and Pope Air Force Base at the present time. As indicated, this is a 
reversal of the position of the chamber of commerce, who enthusiastically sup- 
ported the proposal for the 1,500 units which your committee approved in 
May 1956. 

I respectfully urge you and the members of your committee to disallow this 
request until such time as the Department of Defense can make a new survey 
of the housing needs in the Fort Bragg-Fayetteville area on the basis of the 
present conditions. 

Thanking you for your consideration of this matter, which is so important 
to the total economy of the Fayetteville, N. C., area, I am, 

Most sincerely, 
ALTON LENNON. 

The CuarrMan. Now, let me get this straight. This is a part of the 
1,500 units. ee 

Mr. Rivers. No, sir. 

(Further chorus of “No.”) 

The Cuatrman. Of the 2,000. 

Mr. Ketiener. | am not certain that the facts set out in the letter 
are correct. Two thousand units are approved, not 1,500. 

The Cuarrman. That is right, we had a hearing on it. 

Mr. Keviener. Of which 1,500 have been or are being built. 

The CuatrMan. That is right. 

Mr. Ketiener. That would leave 500, of which 367 are included in 
the bill. ‘pes 

The Cuatrman. That is right. 

Mr. Ketiener. That is my firm understanding of the facts. 

Mr. Duruam. There is one thing to think about, Mr. Kelleher. 
There are 700 and some under construction and occupied at the pres- 
ent time, which would be available for occupancy. 

The Cuairman. Well, we had the chamber of commerce from Fay- 
etteville, and the chamber of commerce from Fort Benning here. 

Mr. Gavin. Last year. 

The Cuatrman. We had a long hearing, and we approved a policy 
of 2,000 for Fayetteville. bate, 

I understood from the letter this is a part of the 2,000; is that 
correct ti 

Mr. Ke.iener. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. Duruam. Mr. Chairman, I think you have to think about this. 
There have been some changes in personnel there since a year ago. It 
is quite different. 

The CuarrMan. Well, with the —— 

Mr. Rivers. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. Durnam. I don’t know—is Mr. Bryant here? 

Is there anybody here representing the Department ? 
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The Cuarrman. I offer this suggestion, members of the committee, 
here is my idea. Let the bill be reintroduced and printed with all these 
various amendments, and we will take up with Mr. Bryant this par- 
ticular item. But let the item go in the bill, and if the committee de- 
cides tomorrow, when we have the printed bill, to delete it, why, then 
we can delete it at that time. 

Mr. Durnam. Well, listening to Mr. Lennon’s letter, I assume that 
he had had a conference with Mr. Bryant. 

The CuHarrMan. Yes; he did. 

Mr. Duruam. Who said that had he had the evidence he was given, 
he probably would not have made the recommendation. 

Mr. Rivers. I saw Mr. Lennon Saturday, and he said he had a con- 
ference with Mr. Bryant. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

Mr. Rivers. He said he already sent the thing forward, but had he 
had the information at that time that Mr. Lennon brought to his at- 
tention, he would not have approved that. 

The Cuairman. We will clear that up. 

Mr. Bray. Mr. Chairman. I would like to bring out one point 
here for your recollection. I remember very well when the chamber 
of commerce appeared here. I never saw a more friendly group, 
cooperative group, in the military. And I recall that the secretary 
of the chamber of commerce was retired Lt. Gen. John R. Hodge. 

Mr. Rivers. That is right. 

Mr. Bray. I believe when the chamber of commerce shows the 
friendliness and the cooperative spirit there and later they see they 
are wrong—I frankly think you should give a very close consideration 
to it. But nothing is going to be worse than to have unused and 
unoccupied units. 

The Cuatrman. Let the item go in the bill, but we will have to 
have a hearing when we take up the bill again. Because we must read 
the bill again before we can reach a decision on it. 

So, Mr. Kelleher, you reintroduce the bill with all the amendments. 

Members of the committee, when we get the bill in, why, then we 
will have a hearing on this item. 

Any other items, Mr. Attorney ? 

Have you anything you want to say 

Mr. Fore. Sir, may I seek the committee’s assistance in one matter ? 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Mr. Fore. We are having difficulty—we are doing our best, but 
we have difficulty and most of us have difficulty in predicting ahead 
a full year the precise line item requirements which we need in this 
age of new siaalia development. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

Mr. Fore. Now, sir, it is for that reason that we have asked that 
sections 102, 202, and 302, sir, be included in this bill. 

The CuarrMan. That is the $25 million ? 

Mr. Fore. That is right, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Now here is the trouble about that. A great many 
of those items that were testified to here the other day that will be 


used out of this $25 million have already been submitted to the De- 
pocinent and been submitted to the Budget and some of them have 

een turned down. Now, that is the way you are doing it. You are 
working both sides of the street. You get that approved that you 
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can get by the Budget and the Department, and that becomes line 
items. Then you ask for certain other items and they are disapproved. 
Then you ask for blanket authority, of $25 million, and a portion of 
that $25 million is going to be used to do some of those very things 
that have positively been denied when you made your original request. 
Now, there is the trouble about it. That is what the admiral testified 
there the other day. 

Mr. Ketitener. The same people, Mr. Chairman, will have to ap- 
prove a project under the $25 million authority as would approve or 
disapprove a project in the first instance. 

The Cuatrman. I understand that; but for the time being, they 
would not get certain things. 

Now, I don’t think that is the way to legislate. But we will bear 
that in mind when we take up the bill again. But I do think you are 
just coming in the back door where you can’t get in the front door. 

Mr. Fore. Sir, it is as Mr. Kelleher stated. Everything that the 
departments would get under these three sections must be subject to 
the approval of the Secretary of Defense, and the Bureau of the 
Budget. 

The Cuamman. Of course, that is right. 

And the Comptroller. 

But you have already made a request for a great many of them 
that you are going to spend the $25 million for, and they have been 
denied, and now you say, “Give us flexibility and we will try to sell 
it again.” 

Mr. Fore. Sir, I am afraid there is a misunderstanding on it. 

Mr. Gavin. Talk a little louder, will you please? 

Mr. Fore. I am afraid there is a misunderstanding there, sir. Noth- 
ing would ever be approved under the provisions of these sections 
which this committee had ever turned down. 

The Cuatrman. Oh, I understand that. We haven’t turned it down. 
But the Department has turned it down. The Department turned 
them down and the Budget turned some of them down. 

Mr. Huppieston. That was Admiral Ailes’ testimony. 

The Cuatrman. That is exactly what the admiral said; yes. I said, 
“Did you submit these things to the Department and to the Budget?” 
He said, “Yes.” I asked him how he was going to spend his $25 mil- 
lion. And some of the things he is going to spend it on have been 
denied him right now. 

Mr. Fore. He is in error, sir. 

The CuHarrman. Well, all right, that is what the record shows. 
Isn’t that what the record shows ? 

Mr. Huppieston. That is what the record shows. 

The CuarrMan. Isn’t that what the record shows? 

Mr. Ketiener. I think not, sir. 

The Cuatrman. What does the record show ? 

Mr. Keixieuer. I don’t recall the admiral testifying that any of the 
items which might be built under this authority being turned down. 

The Cuarrman. Isn’t that what he said ? 

Mr. Huppieston. Admiral Ailes made that statement in response 
to questioning by the chairman. 

The Cuarman. We will clear that up. If we are wrong about it, 
we will put them in. 
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Mr. Rivers. We can change faster than you can. 

General Renz. Mr. Chairman , may I say one word on that ? 

The Cuatrman. Yes, sir. 

Last year you had 50 million ; didn’t you? 

General Rentz. No, sir, in 1957 we had $50 million. 

The Cuamrman. That isr ight. 

General Renrz. This $25 million for emergency authorization: we 
sincerely hope we do not have to use a penny of that authorization. 
It is just there in case we have a breakthrough in weapons, a speedup 
in production, a requirement to locate a security service facility in a 
country we have never been in before or an unforeseen requirement 
of extreme importance. 

The CuHatrmMan. Well, this money couldn’t be used to speed up 
production. This is for construction. 

General Renz. Yes, sir. 

Where you have a speedup i in production you have to get the opera- 
tional facilities in place sooner than you had anticipated, sir. 

The Cuarrman. And the other two departments didn’t have any- 
thing last year 

Mr. Ketiener. That is correct. 

General Renz. That is right, sir. 

The Cuarrman. The year before you had $50 million ? 

General Renz. That is correct, sir. 

The Cuarman. Now, how did you spend your $50 million? For 
some things that the Department denied you when you presented the 
bill. 

General Renvrz. Never, sir. We spent that for emergency authori- 
zation to get projects into being at the time we required them, such as 
a movement of the headquarters of the FEAF headquarters from 
Tokyo to Hawaii. 

We got our headquarters out of Tokyo 1 year earlier because we had 
this authorization. 

We modified the alert hanger at Thule when we redeployed a differ- 
ent type of aircraft there. 

The Cuarrman. Did you request this kind of language last year ? 

General Rentz. No, sir. 

Mr. Fore. No, sir. 

General Rentz. Just in 1957. 

The Cuatrman. Just in 1957. 

That was when it first started. 

General Rentz. That is correct, sir. 

The Cuatrman. Never before in these public works bill—until 1957. 
And we denied it to the Army and the Navy. 

Mr. Ketiener. They each had $5 million as I recall at that time. 

The CHarrMan. $5 million. 

Mr. Fore. Not for the same purpose, sir. 

Mr. Ketiener. Not for the same purpose, but without line items. 

The CuarrmMan. You had $50 million. 

Mr. Rivers. Would each of the other services be in the same posi- 
tion ? 

General Renrz. I couldn’t speak in detail for them, but I think they 
certainly need this. We have these security service posts come up 
continually, Mr. Chairman. In 30 days’ time we are supposed to ini- 
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tiate the construction of the facilities in being, to put listening posts 
in any friendly country in the world. 

The Cuamman. Now, here is the picture as I see it. There is $75 
million. There will be $105 million of authorization granted without 
any line item at all. Because we are giving $50 million to the Secre- 
tary. Then would be $75 million to the three Departments. That is 
what would happen. 

Mr. Fore. Sir, the language on this is very restrictive. The $50 
million that is given to the Secretary could not be used for the Depart- 
ments, and similarly those for the Departments are for themselves 
alone, and only for specific unforeseen breakthrough items. This is 
a very limited category. And this committee is informed by a report 
of every item that—— 

The Cuatrman. That is in reference to the Secretary. 

General Rentz. No, sir. 

Mr. Fore. And to the three Departments. 

You see this committee has been informed of every line item that 
the Air Force has bought under its $50 million for the last 2 years. 

The Cuarrman. We have reports every time, on that $50 million ¢ 

General Rentz. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Ketiener. And I think there are only about $4 million left of 
the $50 million. ’ 

General Rentz. That is correct. 

Mr. Bray. Why doesn’t the Secretary use that money on behalf of 
a project that was necessary to be later turned over to the Air Force? 

Mr. Fore. Because, sir, the language of the $50 million for OSD 
is for support of space projects. Itis for ARPA. 

Mr. Bray. $50 million. As I recall the wording of it, it could be 
used for a necessary project, a defense project, which could be later 
taken care of, I mean could be taken care of in an emergency. 

Mr. Fore. Mr. Congressman, the specific wording is for advanced re- 
serve projects. It is not intended to be used for anything else. 

Mr. Bray. Advanced research projects. 

The CHamman. General, we will read the language. Let’s see. 
We must do what is the proper thing. 

Even if we do not reduce this bill, we have to do what is right and 
proper. I would rather make it on the side of Defense than the other 
way. 

Mr. Rivers. That is right, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuatrman. Now, read the language, Mr. Kelleher. It is the 
same in all three services. 

Mr. Ketiener. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarmman. Read it. 

Mr. Ketiener. The one I am reading is on page 23, line 17. 

Sec. 203. The Secretary of the Navy— 
in this case— 
may establish or develop naval installations and facilities by proceeding with 
construction made necessary by changes in Navy missions, new weapons devel- 
opments, new and unforeseen research and development requirements, or im- 
proved production schedules, if the Secretary of Defense determines that de 
ferral of such construction for inclusion in the next military construction 
authorization act would be inconsistent with interests of national security, and 
in connection therewith to acquire, construct, convert, rehabilitate, or install 
permanent or temporary public works, including land acquisition, site prepara- 
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tion, appurtenances, utilities, and equipment, in the total amount of $25,- 
000, 

Mr. Rivers. That isa pretty strong statement. 

Mr. Keviener (reading) : 

Provided, That the Secretary of the Navy, or his designee, shall notify the 
Committees on Armed Services of the Senate and House of Representatives im- 
mediately upon reaching a final decision to implement, of the cost of construc- 
tion of any public work undertaken under this section, including those real 
estate actions pertaining thereto. 

The Cuarrman. Well, in view of the fact 

Mr. Bares. Mr. Chairman. 

The CuarrMan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Barres. Why wasn’t this in fiscal year 1958 ? 

Mr. Fore. Because, sir, at that time the Air Force still had a resi- 
due left of their $50 million from the prior year. Now, that is as re- 
gards to the Air Force. Now, as regards to the other two Depart- 
ments who have not hitherto had it or asked for it, they had not until 
this year gotten so much into new weapons, missiles, and the sort of 
unpredictable type of activities that they needed it. 

Mr. Rivers. Tees cite one instance to you. 

Mr. Bares. Is this no year money ? 

General Renz. This was no year authorization. 

Mr. Bates. How much do you have left? 

General Renrz. Out of the $50 million, we used $11 million in the 
first year we had it. We have made very judicious use of this emer- 
gency authorization, but in fiscal year 1958, we had a number of these 
unforeseen projects hit us, especially in the security service area. We 
used $30 million of that authorization in 1958. So that is $41 mil- 
lion. And we have about $5 million being processed at the present 
time. 

The Cuarrman. Well, I think 

Mr. Bares. So you will have $34 million after this goes through, 
the 9 you have at the moment, plus the 25. 

General Rentz. That is correct. 

Mr. Fore. That is correct. 

The Cuatrman. I think, members of the committee—if we are going 
to make an error, as I say, you better be on the side of defense of the 
country. 

You can’t tell. Nevertheless, as far as I am concerned, I am per- 
fectly willing to reverse my position in view of the fact that I am 
going to have the strong support of Mrs. St. George in presenting 
this bill and if I am bogged down on this I intend to put Mrs. St. 
George to explain it satisfactorily to the House. 

Mr. Rivers. Without objection. 

i The Cuarrman. Without objection, we include these items in the 
ill. 

Mr. Rivers. That goes for all three? 

The CuarrmMan. That goes for all three services. 

Now, Mr. Kelleher, print the bill up and bring it here. 

Members of the committee, we will take a recess until we get the 
bill—Les, I don’t know—can you get it back by Wednesday ? 

Mr. Ketiener. By Wednesday, I think; yes, sir. 
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The Cuarrman. Let’s take a recess until Wednesday morning at 
10 o’clock. 

Mr. Gavin. The chairman is always very fair and considerate. 

(At 11:35 a. m., the committee adjourned, to reconvene at 10 a. m., 
Wednesday, June 18, 1958.) 


House or REPRESENTATIVES, 
CoMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVICES, 
Washington, D. C., Wednesday, June 18, 1968. 

The committee met at 10 a. m., Hon. Carl Vinson, chairman 
of the committee, presiding. 

The Cuarrman. Let the committee come to order. 

Members of the committee, this is a continuation of the hearing on 
H. R. 12360, the public works, military construction bill. 

Now the committee will recall as we went through we wrote in vari- 
ous amendments. But I think it is nothing but right and proper 
before I reintroduce the bill, to check them to see if these amendments 
are in accordance with the views of all the members of the committee. 

Now the first amendment, if you will take a copy of the bill—Mr. 
Kelleher has the master copy—we will try to follow it. 

The first one I have marked up is on page 2, line 22, is that correct, 
Mr. Kelleher ? 

Mr. Ketiener. There is a minor one prior to that, On line 
12, strike “proving ground” and insert “missile range. 

The Cuarrman. That is at White Sands Proving Ground? 

Mr. Keiieuer. Yes. 

The CHarrman. Strike out 

Mr. Kewtiener. “Proving ground,” so it will read “White Sands 
Missile Range.” 

The Cuarrman. Allright, missilerange. Without objection. 

Mr. Osmers. What page / 

Mr. Ketiener. Page 2. 

The Cuarrman. Page 2. 

Now the next one is at page 2, at Fort Detrick, Md. 

Mr. Ketieuer. Right. 

Mr. Becker. Where is that ? 

Mr. Krrcnr. Line 22. 

The CuarrMan. We reduced that from $1,077,000 to $795,000. 

Mr. Ketiener. And also, Mr. Chairman, struck the language in 
lines 22 and 23, reading “Researc h, development, and test fac ili ities, 
and.” So only the langua ge “Troop housing” remains. 

The Cuarmman. That is right. 

Mr. Price. Mr. Chairman, may I just ask a question, just for clari- 
fication ? 

The CHatrrman. Yes. 

Mr. Price. Have they definitely changed the name of White Sands 
from proving ground to missile range ? 

Mr. Keuiener. Y es, sir; by an internal order, very recently. I can’t 
tell you exactly when. ; 

The Cuarmman. All right. Go ahead. What is your next amend- 
ment on page 3 ? 





> 


7747 


Mr. Keviener. The next amendment isalsoon page2. Strike all of 
lines 24 and 25. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. Dugway Proving Ground, Utah. 

Mr. Kev_iener. Yes, sir. 

The Coairman. All right. 

Mr. Ketiener. Page 3, first line, following the word “facilities,” 
insert the words “research, development, and test facilities.” 

That is because of the new building that was inserted in the bill. 

And on line 4, change the money to read “$9,098,000.” 

The Cuaiman. All right. 

Mr. Ke.tiener. No more amendments on that page. 

Mr. Becker. No. Change the money to what ? 

Mr. Keviener. C hange the money to $9,098,000. 

Mr. Cunnincuam. That isin line 4 

Mr. Keviener. That is in line 4; yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Allright. Any further amendments on that page? 

Mr. KetLener. No, sir. 

The CuatrmMan. All right, get to the next page. 

Mr. Keviener. On page 4, “line 6, strike the words “administrative 
facilities.” And on line 7, change the money to read $3,454,000.” 

The Cuairman. All right. What is the next amendment? 

Mr. Ketiener. Line 9, strike the money, so that it will read 
$762,000, 

The Cuamman. All right. 

Mr. Ke.itener. Line 16, strike the words “maintenance facilities.” 
And on line 17, change the money to read “$2,406,000.” 

The Cramman. All right. Now that is the Third Army Corps. 

Now take the Fourth Army Corps. 

Mr. Keitener. Line 24, strike the money and insert “$4,258,000.” 

The Cuamman. All right. 

Mr. Kettener. No amendments on page 5. 

On page 6, strike all of lines 8 and 9. 

The Cuamrman. All right. 

Mr. Keriener. And strike on the same page all of lines 21, 22 
and 2 

The CHarrMAN. Wait. How about lines 13 and 14, in Hawaii? 

Mr. Kettener. That remains, sir. 

The Cuamman. Does it / 

Mr. Ketiener. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. How about the Caribbean Command? 

Mr. Keiiener. All of the Caribbean Command comes out, Mr. 
Rivers. 

The Cuamman. Allright. What is the next one? 

Mr. Keitener. On page 7, you, I believe, are going to suggest 
an amendment on line 23. 

The Cuarrman. Yes. Members of the committee, this is where we 
give authority to spend $25 million for each one of the services. 

First, when we considered it we decided we would not give that 
blanket authority. After hearing the witnesses the other day, we 
probably thought we might be warranted in being more flexible. 

After studying this further and in view of the fact that they have 
not. yet used anything like the amount—we had 5 million on this last 
year—no, nothing last year. 

Mr. Kettener. Nothing last year. 
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The Cuamman. The previous year it was $5 million. 

Mr. Ketiener. Yes, sir; but not for exactly the same purpose. 

The Cuarrman. I think we would be warranted in reducing this. 
Because it is a little bit too wide a latitude and yet it probably shouldn’t 
be quite as rigid. 

So the thought was running through our mind, after we studied it 
again, that these three items should be reduced to one-half of the $25 
million, and make it $12 million. Because the Air Force testified of 
its $50 million, it was 2 years in making the expenditure. 

Mr. Ketieuer. Yes, sir. 

TheCuatrman. And they only spent in 1 year about $12 million. 

Mr. DurHam. That would be a total of about $371, million. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. I think we wolud be warranted to 
reduce this around about $12 million—$10 million would be a better 
figure. 

Mr. Durnuam. Yes; I should think so. 

The CuarrMan. $10 million. 

Mr. Osmers. No objection. 

The Cuarrman. If there is no objection, let’s reduce this item $10 
million. We are in session every year. The $25 million is a little bit 
too flexible. Without objection, we agree to $10 million. 

Mr. Rivers. Is that going to be final ? 

The Cuarrman. That is final. 

Mr. Ketiener. Page 9, Mr. Chairman, is the next one. Line 4— 
page 9, line 4. 

The Cuarrman. Now wait one minute. 

Mr. Ketiener. Sir? 

The Cuatrman. Do we not have in there somewhere the amendment 
with reference to Mr. Thomas’ item in the Army ? 

Mr. Ketiener. We have not come to it yet, Mr. Chairman. 

The CuHarrman. Weare going to come to it ! 

Mr. Keiiener. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Allright. Next isthe Capehart houses. 

Mr. Keiienrr. Yes, sir; page 9, line 4, strike “275” and insert “200.” 

The Cuarrman. That isat White Sands? 

Mr. Keriener. At White Sands. 

The CHamman. You changed the name there, from proving 
ground ? 

Mr. Keviener. Right. 

The Cuamman. How many? 

Mr. Keiiener. 200 is the new figure. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Now Fort Bragg—— 

Mr. Kevtruer. There is one before that, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Is Congressman Lennon here this morning ? 

Mr. Lennon. Yes, Mr. Chairman. 

The CuarrMan. Come around, please, sir. I received a communi- 
cation 

Mr. Keiiener. On line 12, strike all of Fort Dix, Mr. Chairman. 

The CuarrMan. That is right. 

Mr. Kevtener. That is already under contract and does not need 
to be in the bill. 

Mr. Rivers. You better strike it before we have some more talk on 
it. 
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The Cuatrman. We come to Fort Bragg, N. C., 367 units. 

Now, members of the committee, we received a communication the 
other day from the distinguished Congressman and it was read to the 
committee. So I have asked him to come here this morning to make 
any comments he desires to do so with reference to this item. 

Mr. Lennon. Thank you, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the com- 
mittee. I do appreciate the opportunity of appearing briefly in be- 
half of the citizenry of Fayetteville and Cumberland County wherein 
is located Fort Bragg, N.C. 

I think it was 2 years ago, in May, or May 1956, that the Department 
of Defense requested, authorization from this committee for the con- 
struction of 1,500 Capehart units at Fort Bragg. The authorization 
was granted. The construction almost immediately thereafter was 
started. Half of the 1,500 units have been completed and are now 
in occupancy. The balance of the 1,500 units will be completed in 
the latesummer. That has brought about a situation, Mr. Chairman, 
and gentlemen of the committee, that I wish to speak briefly on. 

It was suggested according to the hearing records in May 1956, when 
the Department of Defense asked and received authorization for the 
construction of the 1,500 units, the possibility of an additional 500 
units. 

That authorization was not granted by the committee at this time. 
It was put on more or less of a deferred basis. 

A survey was made by the Department of Defense, under the direc- 
tion of the office of Mr. Floyd Bryant, and they came up with a recom- 
mendation of 367 units out of the potential 500. 

Let me go back a minute, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, and say 
that at the time this matter was heard here 2 years ago this past May, 
the proposal was supported enthusiastically by the Chamber of Com- 
merce of Fayetteville, N.C. The Fayetteville Chamber of Commerce 
is represented by 754 people—or citizens. I would say out of the 754, 
there is a possibility that there may be 75 who might be inimical to 
the construction of public housing, that is realtors, banks, and in- 
surance companies, and building , and building supply people. 

Nevertheless, they felt like the construction of these additional units 
would produce such an impact upon the economy that the chamber 
of commerce took a vote and reversed their position when they were 
here 2 years ago enthusiastically supporting the 1,500 units, and now, 
Mr. Chairman, are very vigorously opposed to the construction of any 
additional units. 

I might say that the chamber of commerce, which represents, I 
believe, almost the total economy of that area, asked for an opportunity 
to be heard and were given that opportunity and were heard in a 
conference with Assistant Secretary Mr. Floyd Bryant, on May 12 
of this year, at which time they protested or made known their objec- 
tions to the proposal to build the additional 367 units. 

For the benefit of the committee and you, Mr. Chairman, although 
you have already received my communication, I would like to call your 
attention, all of you, to the factors which they said we ought not now 
to permit the construction of these 367 units. 

We pointed out to Mr. Bryant on May 12 of this year that the evi- 
dence now was that the vacancies rate among the rental units in the 
supporting community of Fayetteville and Cumberland County was 
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4.9 at the time of the survey. Now that survey was taken on January 
20, 1958, this year. The national average at that time of vacancy was 
less than 2 percent. 

Evidence, too, that the vacancies rate would jump to nearly 7 percent 
upon completion of the 1,500 Capehart units prev meee being con- 
structed or already completed. They will all be completed by late 
summer. 

Evidence that the rate would go even higher, that is the vacancy 
rate in the area, if additional housing units were built on the post—the 
367 that now the authority is being asked for. We presented, too, Mr. 
Chairman, to the Assistant Secretary charts showing a substantial 
decline of personnel at Fort Bragg. 

We presented maps which showed that there were 541 vacant houses 
for rent and adequate for occupancy at the time of the survey, back in 
January—January 20. Many of these 541 units were relatively new 
homes, with as many as 3 bedrooms. 

We thought then, Mr. Chairman, that the evidence that we produced 
on May 12 was almost conclusive that the housing conditions in the 
Fayetteville area had greatly changed since the time of the survey in 
January, until the confernce was held on M: vy 12. 

Mr. Bryant, himself, indicated that if he had known of these changed 
conditions, his position might have been different with respect to ‘his 
recommendations for the 367 additional units at Fort Bragg. 

I regret, Mr. Chairman, that I was unable to appear before your 
subcommittee, Real Estate Subcommittee, and make known the feeling 
of the chamber of commerce with respect to the construction of these 
367 units. I was engaged in a little primary hassle down in my own 
section and I had to sort of look after that, too. 

I think it is significant that this great Chamber of Commerce of 
Fayetteville, the 754 members, were here in strength 2 years ago sup- 
porting enthusiastically the proposal to build these 1,500 units. It is 
true that some of the realtors were here at that time opposing them. 

But, nevertheless, the feeling and sentiment of the chamber of com- 
merce prevailed and this committee granted the authorization to build 
the 1,500. But now the chamber of commerce is definitely opposed by 
ballot. They think, they felt like, it had such an impact on the total 
economy of that area, that they took a vote, a secret ballot, but they 
required everybody to sign their name so an couldn’t be any fudging, 
so to speak, and it tur ned out the vote was 2 4 to Lagainst the additional 
construction of any additional housing * ‘Fort Bragg. 

I know the chairman has a wire signed by the president of the cham- 
ber of commerce who, himself, is personally favorable to the building 
of the 367 units. I would say that for him. But nevertheless he has 
taken the position that he must go along with, and I think properly 
so, the thinking of a majority of ‘the people i in that area 

That, in brief, sir, is what I would like to say. 

The Cuarrman. Thank you, Mr. Congressman. 

Mr. Lennon. I would say this, and then I will be through. 

The Cuatrman. Now let’s hear from the Army. Whois here 

Mr. Lennon. We think, Mr. Chairman—if I could just add this 
additional word? We think that a survey now would cause the de- 
termination to be made that these housing units, this housing was not 
needed, ng see they could possibly have been shown to have been 
needed in January of this year. 











Viol 


The conditions have changed greatly since then. 

The Cuairman. Let the Army come around. Thank you, Mr. 
Congressman. 

Mr. Ketiener. Mr. Chairman, Mr. Harlow Harvey of Mr. Bryant’s 
office is here, and Colonel Symbol from the Army 

The Cuarrman. Let’s hear from Mr. Bryant’s office with reference 
to the statement made by the Congressman to the effect that had Mr. 
Bryant known all these facts, probably he would not have approved 
them. 

What have you to say in regard to that ? 

Mr. Harvey. I am Harlow Harvey. I have been present with Mr. 
Bryant at all of the meetings held for the members of the chamber 
of commerce and other representatives 

The Carman. Talk a little louder, please, sir. 

Mr. Harvey. And other representatives from Fayetteville. I was 
the leader of the team which made the survey for a full week, in Janu- 
ary of this year. At the meeting on May 12 the material presented 
by the F ayettev ille Chamber of Commerce was that which they had 
given us in January. They said at the time that they thought condi- 
tions had worsened, but they did not actually provide any material 
to demonstrate that. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Now let the Army representative go ahead. 

Colonel Sympou. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. Becker. Mr. Chairman. 

The CHarrman. Yes. 

Mr. Becker. One point, on the very question you raised. The Con- 
gressman made a statement that Mr. Bryant was supposed to have 
made. Well,did Mr. Bryant say that? 

Mr. Durnam. Let’s find that out. 

The Cuarrman. I judge from the statement he made, that he at 
least intimated that. 

Mr. Brecker. He might have intimated it, but why not have an an- 
swer. 

Mr. Harvey. May IL ask a question 

Mr. Brecker. As to Mr. Bryant’s statement made by the Congress- 
man. The Congressman made a statement that Mr. Bryant said if 
he had had that information when he made this report he might have 
changed his position. Did he make such a statement? 

Mr. Harvey. He said that he might have. 

Mr. Brecker. That is all right. Let’s have it in the record. 

The Cuarrman. All right. Now go ahead. 

Colonel Sympou. Well, Mr. Chairman, this project is part and 
yarcel of the 2,000 units that this committee and the Senate Armed 
Services Committee had previously approved. This is not a new 
package. It is part of a package that has already been approved. 

In addition, Mr. Chairman, we have 1,500-——— 

The Cuarmman. If that be true, why was it put in here as a line 
item ? 

Colonel SympBor. Because we do not—— 

The Cuatrman. If we approved 2,000 units and if this is a part 
and parcel of the original 2,000, why it is necessary to have it in 
the bill. 
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Mr. Keuiener. It is not yet under contract, Mr. Chairman. 

Colonel Sympot. Sir, we are building these houses in increments, 
and this 367 are not under construction contract and if we don’t get 
it under contract by June 30, we have to have it in the new public 
works bill. 

Mr. Chairman, I would like to mention that at the time the 2,000 
units were approved, we went ahead to construct only 1,500. 

At that time we committed ourselves that we would take off the 
housing inventory list 1,561 units. So if this 367 unit project is not 
approved for us to go forward, then we will actually end up with a 
net deficit of 61 units. 

This is not a case, again, of people moving from the community 
onto the post. It is "the people moving across the street, from sub- 
standard housing onto standard or adequate housing. 

As I say, we will end up with a net deficit of 61 units. 

Mr. Rivers. What kind of housing are you going to retire ? 

Colonel Sympou. Sir? 

Mr. Rivers. What kind of housing are you going to retire? 

Mr. Ketiener. What housing are you going to destroy ? 

Colonel Symeox. Sir, we have about five different groups of hous- 
ing. Three groups that are approximately 800 are being disposed of 
to the Corps of Engineers, through their channels. They sell them 
to the highest bidder. 

Mr. Rivers. Are they occupied now ? 

Colonel Sympot. No, sir. Out. of the 1,561 we have only 262 that 
are occupied and no more people ure moving into those units and 
we hope to dispose or put on the inactive list the balance of these 
units. 

We have disposed of over half of them. 

The Cuarman. Now let the record get straight on this. My under- 
standing the other day was that this was a part and parcel of the 
original 2,000 units ? 

Colonel Sympou. That is correct, sir. 

The Cuatrman. No doubt about that now. 

Colonel Symsoi. No doubt about it, sir. 

The Cuarrman. You have already built 1,500 of the original 2,000? 

Colonel Sympou. Yes, sir. 

The CuHarrman. Now you want to build 367 / 

Colonel Sympou. 367. 

The Cuatrman. You propose to build the other few remaining later 
on ¢ 

Colonel Symsot. Sir, I do not know at the moment, possibly not. 

The Cuamman. That makes 1,867. That is about what—you are 
going to stop there ? 

Colonel Sympot. We probably will. I don’t know for sure, sir, 
because we are building on incremental basis and we have 

The Cuarrman. Now, is there any military need or necessity for 
carrying out your original idea of your 2,000? 

Colonel Sympot. Well, yes, sir; we in the Army feel that we do have 
a requirement for them. But we haven’t completely convinced the 
Department of Defense of that, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Duruam. Now about the seven hundred and some units which 
at the present are under construction? Are all of those going to be 
occupied ? 
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Colonel Sympot. Sir, we have 1,038 of the 1,500 that are completed 
and 1,036 are occupied. There is two unoccupied at the moment. 

Mr. Duruam. You let two contracts down there. You let the first 
one for three and something ? 

Colonel Sympou. 284 for the first one. 

Mr. Duruam. 284. Then you let another contract? 

Colonel Sympou. Yes, sir, for the balance. 

Mr. Duruam. For the balance. That will make you how many? 
12. 





Colonel Sympox. 1,500, sir, total. 

The Cuatrman. Well, I think this. In view of the statement that 
Mr. Bryant made, that had he all the information that he received on 
May 12, he probably would have a different view, it might be well and 
justified for the committee to make some inquiry of its. own in regard 
to this matter. 

For the time being, why it might be on safe ground to let this item go 
out and send a subcommittee down to look it over and have further 
consultation about it. Because we have committed ourselves to 2,000. 
But if conditions have changed, I think we may have to slow up some- 
what. We will look into this a little bit later on. I think that would 
be the wise course. 

Mr. Becker. Mr. Chairman, I want to ask one question. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Becker. 

Mr. Becker. Why do you put in 367 units in here, when you say 
that will leave you a shortage of 61? Why not put in 428? If you 
have a shortage of 61, as you stated, colonel, why do you only put in 
367 ¢ 

Colonel Symsou. Well, sir, may I call on Mr. Harlow Harvey, from 
Mr. Floyd Bryant’s office, to bring out two points. He can probably 
answer that question better than T can. And, secondly, Mr. Harvey 
conducted the survey down there last January. 

I would like, Mr. Chairman, if he could tell you what happened 
to those 540 houses that presumably 

The Cuarrman. I tell you: I think the best way, in view of the fact 
we want to get the bill introduced and it is a long time before it be- 

comes a law—in the meantime we will look into it. But for the time 
belae in printing up this bill, let’s leave this item out. 

Mr. Rivers. Let’s go. 

Colonel Sympo.. Mr. Chairman 

The CuarrmMan. Just give us time to look into it. We are going to 
try to work out something on this. Without objection, for the time 
being, we will strike out Fort Bragg and we will take it up. And I 
will ‘appoint a subcommittee to look into this matter, to get all the 
information and have a hearing on it, and see what we shall do. And 
if we need these houses, they will be built, : and if we don’t need them, 
we won’t build them. 

Now what is your next item, Mr. Kelleher ? 

Mr. Ke.iener. Line 18, Mr. Chairman, Fort Carson, Colo. Strike 
in its entirety. 

The Cuamman. That is right. That is a good day’s work. 

Mr. Ketiener. Line 22, Fort Sam Houston. Strike in its entirety. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

Mr. Ketienrr. Page 10, line 6, change the figure to read “856,” 
instead of “1,231.” The remainder are under contract. 
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The CuarrmMan. You are reducing Fort Lewis down to what 

Mr. Ketiener. 856, at Fort Lewis. 

The CuarrMan. 856, Fort Lewis. 

Mr. Keviener. Line 6. 

The Cuarman. All right. 

Mr. Ketieuer. On line 14, strike “492” and insert “466.” 

The CHarrMan. 466? 

Mr. Keviener. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Mr. Keviener. On line 18, following Fort Shafter, Hawaii, 481 
units, insert the following language: 

Provided, however, That no family housing units shall be constructed on Fort 
Derussy. 

The Cuarrman. Without objection, agreed to. 

Mr. Ke.tener. I believe at this point, Mr. Devereux has an 
amendment. 

Mr. Devereux. Mr. Chairman, we have this amendment that I 
spoke to the chairman about yesterday, at Aberdeen Proving Ground; 
796 units. Permissive. 

Mr. Devereux. Permissive. 

The Cuarrman. Acquiring Wherry houses. 

Mr. Keviener. Yes, sir. 

The CuarrmMan. Without objection, the amendment is put in. 

Now what is your next amendment ? 

Mr. Keiitener. The next amendment, Mr. Chairman 

Mr. Lanxrorp. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Let there be order now. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. Isn’t there an amendment for Indian Head? Where 
does that come in ? 

Mr. Ketiener. That is under the Navy title. 

Mr. Lanx«rorp. Oh, of course. 

Mr. Rivers. They changed that to the Navy. 

Mr. Ketiener. The next amendment, Mr. Chairman, would be the 
addition of a new section at the end of the bill involving San Jacinto. 

Mr. Brooks. At the end of the bill? 

Mr. Ketiruer. At the end of title 1, page 16, following line 4. 

The Cuarrman. Now read the amendment now. 

Mr. Keiiener (reading) : 





The Secretary of the Army is authorized and directed to enter into a contract 
or contracts for the sale of the San Jacinto Ordnance Depot, Tex., and convey a 
clear title by quitclaim deed all right, title, and interest of the United States in 
and to said depot, to any legal person or group, except Government agencies or 
departments, upon such terms and conditions as the Secretary determines to be 
in the public interest. The Secretary of the Army is directed to act as follows: 
(1) The depot shall be moved to, and integrated with, the ammunition out- ' 
loading terminal previously authorized for construction at Point-aux-Pins, Ala., 
and notwithstanding any other provisions of this or any other act, the authority 
contained in the act of July 27, 1954 (68 Stat. 536), for the acquisition of land 
and initiation of construction for the Point-aux-Pins facility shall continue in 
effect until specifically superseded, modified, or repealed. 
(2) The sale of the San Jacinto Depot property shall be offered by the Chief 
of Engineers, United States Army, on behalf of and under the supervision of 
the Secretary of the Army within 18 months from the date of this act. No part 
of the land herein shall be sold, transferred, or occupied, by virtue of this 
transaction, by any Government agency or department. i 





(8) A contract or contracts for the sale of the San Jacinto Depot shall be 
consummated as expeditiously as possible thereafter and on such terms as are 
determined by the Secretary of the Army to be in the best interest of the United 
States: Provided, That if the property is to be conveyed under any terms by 
which the purchase price is not paid in full simultaneously with the signing of 
the contract, title shall remain in the United States until full payment is made 
but there shall be no penalty or charges made for deferred payment. 

(4) All proceeds from the sale shall be available to administer the provisions 
of this section and to pay any and all expenses, including land acquisition, in 
connection with the relocation, exchange, or sale of the San Jacinto Depot or the 
establishment of a fully integrated depot at Point-aux-Pins, Ala., or all proceeds 
deposited into the Treasury of the United States for obligations by the Army. 

There are hereby authorized to be appropriated such sums as may be neces- 
sary for the purpose of carrying out the provisions of this section and the 
monetary limitation imposed by section 502 hereof shall not be inclusive of 
any funds required for or in connection with the San Jacinto Depot relocation. 

Notwithstanding any provision of this section to the contrary, the United 
States may retain possession of the San Jacinto Depot or any part thereof 
until such time as facilities are substantially completed and available for use 
at Point-aux-Pins, Ala. 


The Cuarrman. Members of the committee, we have had this matter 
up for a considerable time. The more I have studied it the more I am 
convinced that we are on sound ground for adopting this amendment. 
We give them a latitude of 18 months in which to try to get the Point- 
aux-Pins Depot in shape. 

If that is not long enough, of course that can be extended by subse- 
quent acts. But this great hazard in the port of Houston should be 
removed. I think it is in the interest of economy to place it on cheaper 
land and we think this is the right place to put it in the bill and the 
right way to handle it. 

Without objection—— 

Mr. Brooks. Mr. Chairman, it is a good amendment. 

The CuatrMan. Without objection, the amendment is agreed to. 
And then correct the bill in regard to Point-aux-Pins, in the original 
authorization, by adding the difference between the 28 million and 
41 million. 

Mr. Ketiener. Forty-four million dollars. 

The CHairMaAn. Forty-four million dollars. 

Mr. Ketiener. Do you wish this letter to go in the record, Mr. 
Chairman ¢ 

Mr. Doyir. Mr. Chairman, is it your intention under that amend- 
ment to permit the Government to remove any of the improvements? 

The Cuatrrman. Yes. It can remove anything it wants to remove. 

Mr. Rivers. It not only can, but it is directed to. 

The CuatrmMan. Put in the record a communication I received 
this morning from the port authority heartily supporting this. 

(The letter referred to is as follows :) 

Port oF Houston, 
Houston, Tez. 
Hon. FrRaNK H. HIGGINs, 


Assistant Secretary of the Army, 
The Pentagon, Washington, D.C. 

Dear Mr. Hicetns: As vice chairman of the port commission which has the 
responsibility of administering the affairs of the port of Houston and of looking 
to its future welfare and development, I have read with much more than usual 
interest some of the comments from your testimony early this week before the 
House Armed Services Committee concerning the transfer of the San Jacinto 
Ordnance Depot. While I applaud any efforts to save money for the Federal 
Government, there are many extenuating circumstances in this issue which were 
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not brought out in your testimony. No doubt Congressman Albert Thomas, who 
has represented his district against very strong opposition in attempting to work 
this out, has covered some of these points for the committee. 

When the San Jacinto Ordnance Depot was located on the Houston ship chan- 
nel, we were in a war emergency, and all of us were dedicating ourselves com- 
pletely to the war effort. At that time, I was executive vice president of the 
Houston Chamber of Commerce, and was in touch with all phases of the local 
effort to cooperate with the national defense. Although I was not then on the 
port commission, I was working very closely with the members of the port 
commission. 

Everyone cooperated with the Armed Forces in putting together the necessary 
acreage for the depot in an amazingly short time. In a spirit of cooperation 
with the national emergency, both private and public owners of the lands in- 
volved made every possible sacrifice to help expedite the project. The port com- 
mission, for example, sold the Government 725 acres of land in June 1941, for 
$315 per acre. Private owners settled for prices only a little higher. In a num- 
ber of instances, to expedite settlements, the device of condemnation proceeding 
was used, but these were friendly suits. 

It was our understanding then that the depot was an emergency facility, and 
there was no thought in the minds of anyone that it would be converted into a 
permanent installation that would soon be blocking the orderly economic develop- 
ment of that area and that would continue as a very hazard in the midst of the 
greatest concentration of refining and petro-chemical plants in the world. 

When the San Jacinto Ordnance Depot was located at its present site, there 
was practically no population in that area. But with the end of the war, the 
population in the three census tract areas north of the Houston ship channel in 
the depot area, jumped to 13,094 in 1950, and to 31,147 in 1957. Approximately 
a quarter of a billion’ dollars worth of chemical plants were located on the 
Houston ship channel during the war emergency, but about a billion and a half 
dollars worth of such facilities have been added since. In the midst of all this 
development, however, some 5,000 acres of strategically located land is being 
held for nonproductive uses on essentially a standby basis, when it is urgently 
needed for plant,, commercial, and residential locations and for the use and 
growth of the port of Houston. 

I can appreciate your position in using figures that have been supplied you 
by these who are firmly resolved to maintain the depot in its present location. 
However, they present a very one-sided picture. In the first place, there is a 
strong local feeling that if our Armed Forces believe this depot in its present 
location and in its present stage of development is vital to our defense program, 
our Defense Establishment is not keeping pace with the rapid changes in the 
implements of destruction. They believe it is only a matter of time before 
obsolescence will cause it to be declared surplus. If, on the other hand, cost 
estimates for a new location are being projected on the basis of a modern depot, 
then it would seem unfair to quote figures for more than a replacement cost. 
The cost of the chemical plant on the property would not seem to be a legitimate 
charge to the move, since it was moved bodily to this site from a location some 
hundreds of miles away; and when, in fact, it might continue to operate in its 
present location, since it was not a part of the original installation. 

You indicate that the depot constitutes no hazard to the community. I believe 
this conclusion is open to question. In the first place, the initial move to relocate 
the depot was because of a request for additional land for a safety zone. Next, 
since about one-fourth of the Nation’s high-octane gasoline refining capacity is 
within the industrial complex around the depot, and since high percentages of 
the Nation’s productive capacity of many important chemicals and synthetic 
rubber are also represented in this area, it would seem that the Army would 
not want to further develop this area as a prime target by maintaining an im- 
portant ordnance depot at the very center of the area. Furthermore, during a 
period of national tension, the shipping facilities provided by the port of Houston 
would become increasingly valuable, and any threat to the depot would be a 
threat to the operations of this port. 

You suggest that the transfer of this depot would set a precedent that would 
cost the Government hundreds of millions of dollars. Practically anything the 
Army does establishes some type of precedent, but you still find it necessary 
to make each decision on the basis of the specific factors involved. Your state- 
ment has been repeated many times as a reason for retaining this depot here, 
but I have not seen any suggestion of other such installations where a like 
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combination of factors would justify a similar move. It is our conviction that 
the Congress should give little weight to this unsupported concern. 

Offsetting the figures you have quoted are a number of factors. The value of 
the land included in the depot has increased manyfold since 1941, and I am sure 
that Congressman Thomas’ estimates are reasonable if not conservative. Fur- 
thermore, the orderly development of this area, during the next several years, 
would add many millions of dollars annually to the economic life of this area, 
and in turn would be reflected by millions of dollars annually to the Federal 
Government in the form of taxes. 

Congressman Thomas has been motivated in his efforts in this connection by 
the wishes of his constituency. Efforts for the transfer of the depot are based 
on the conviction that it is to the national interest as well as to the local 
interest that this transfer be authorized. 

Very truly yours, 
W. N. BLANTON, 
Vice Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. This is merely in the interest of relieving a com- 
munity of a very hazardous situation. 

Now that finishes the Army section ? 

Mr. Keiiener. It does, sir. 

The CuarrMan. Allright. Get tothe Navy section. 

Mr. Ketiener. Page 16, following line 15, insert a new item or new 
language for Long Beach, as follows: 

Naval Shipyard, Long Beach, California: Operational and Training Facili- 
ties, $6,000,000: Provided, however, That no more than $500,000 of this sum 
shall be utilized for protective works until the Secretary of the Navy determines 
in his judgment that sufficient action has been taken or arrangements made 
to arrest further subsidence of the shipyard. 

The CuarrMan. Without objection, I want to say that I received 
a communication from the Represetnative from that district and he 
thought we handled it in a very fine, satisfactory manner. That 
$500,000 will be used and this $6 million, or the balance of it, will not 
be used until the effort has been made to reduce the subsidence. 

Now, another amendment comes in here now. 

Mr. Ketiener. Following line 21, insert a new item as follows: 


Naval Shipyard, Charleston, South Carolina, Drydock, $10,000,000. 


Mr. Norsiap. How much? 

Mr. Van Zanvr. How much? 

Mr. Ketrieuer. $10 million. 

The Cuairman. Without objection, it is agreed to. 

Go ahead now and take the next one. 

Mr. Ketitener. Page 17, immediately below line 4, under Naval 
Air Training Stations, add a new item as follows: 


Naval Auxiliary Air Station, Kingsville, Texas, Troop Housing, $1,041,000. 


The CuarrmMAn. Without objection, the amendment is agreed to. 

Mr. Ketiener. Page 18, following line 13, add a new item as 
follows: 

Naval Air Station, North Island, San Diego, California. Operational facili- 
ties and real estate, $7,000,000. 

The Cuatmrman. Wait one minute. That is one of the most im- 
portant amendments that has ben offered. Because I received a letter 
this morning to the effect that carriers of the Forrestal type could 
not get in the harbor, and this provides for it. 

Without objection, the amendment is agreed to. 
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Mr. Ketiener. Page 19, line 4, after the word “facility” 
words “Towers Field.” 

The Cuairman. That is right. 

Mr. Ketiener. On line 8, strike the words “and ~~ estate” and on 
lines 8 and 9, the name of the installation will read “Naval Air Sta- 
tion, Patuxent River.” The money will be changed on line 9 to 
$17,666,000. 

The Cuatrman. What is your next amendment ? 

Mr. Ketiener. The next amendment, Mr. Chairman, is on page 
23, line 16. The figure $65,001,000 was changed previously by the 
committee to $76,494,000. 

I believe it is your intention to 

The Cuarrmman. I think $1 million should come off. 

Mr. Keviener. $1,193,000, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. $1, 193,000. It is highly classified. Mr. Kelleher 
will please tell the members of the committee, without forcing us to go 
in executive session, what it is for. But we can save $1 million there. 
Notwithstanding the fact now it has been approved by the Budget 
and been cleared, but $1 million can be saved there. I think it ought 
to be saved. 

Now, Mr. Kelleher 

Mr. Ke.iener.: Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. If the members want to go on executive session on 
this item, I will go in executive session. 

Mr. Brooks. I move we approve the amendment. 

Mr. Smart. What is it in total? 

Mr. Ketiener. $75,301,000. 

Mr. Rivers. $75,301,06 0. 

Mr. Ketiener. $75,301,000 is the new total. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Without objection. 

The CuatrMan. Without objection, we reduce that item. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Mr. Chairman, may I go back to page 19 ? 

Mr. Ketiener. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Van Zanpvr. Page 19. I am a little confused about that Naval 
Air Facility, Andrews Air Force Base, Naval Auxiliary Landing 
Field. 

Mr. Ketieuer. Yes. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Can you explain that to me? What is it? 

Mr. Kettener. Yes. Originally, Mr. Van Zandt, land was going 
to be acquired in St. Marys County at Webster F ield. It was ound 
by a change in plans within the Navy they could eliminate the re- 
quirement for the acquisition of that land, against which there was 
a great deal of opposition, and instead use Patuxent River and build 
a parallel runway there. This will cost just about what the other 
facility would have cost, and it makes everybody satisfied—the local 
people and the Department. 

Mr. Van Zanpvt. Will this satisfy the needs of the Naval Academy ? 

Mr. Ketieuer. Yes, sir. ; 

Mr. Van Zanpr. And will it satisfy the needs of Anacostia ? 

Mr. Ketiener. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Wait now. 

Mr. Keviener. It makes no change in that. 


insert the 
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Mr. Rivers. But, Mr. Chairman, you said Patuxent. This is at 
Andrews Field. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. Ketieuer. This is a subfield for Andrews. 

Mr. Rivers. Wait. 

Mr. Lanxrorp. This is an auxiliary field for landing and taking-off 
practice—a strip to be used simply for landing and taking-off prac- 
tice, in conjunction with the Towers Field at Andrews Air Base. 

The Cuatrman. All right. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Has it anything to do with the Naval Academy ? 

Mr. Lanxrorp. Only insofar as they may take the midshipmen 
down there and show them how they would land. That is the only—— 

Mr. Van Zanpr. But it is at Patuxent, 

Mr. Lanxkrorp. Yes. 

Mr. Ketieuer. It is at Patuxent. 

Mr. Rivers. Let’s go. 

The CuarrmMan. Now the next section, section 203, we will strike 
out, 

Mr. Kettener. Page 24, line 6, 

Mr. Bray. What page? 

Mr. Ketiener. Page 24, line 6. The previous similar figure in the 
Army was changed to $10 million. 

The CuarrMan. That is right. Go ahead. 

Mr. Kevtener. All right, sir. 

On line 17, following the word “quarters.” 

The CuarrmMan. On what page? 

Mr. Ketieuer. Page 24, the same page. On page 24, line 17, fol- 
lowing the word “quarters,” insert the words “and community fa- 
cilities.” 

The Cuarrman. All right, the next one. 

Mr. Keiitener. On line 22, at the end, add the words “and com- 
munity facilities.” 

On line 23, at the end, add “and community facilities.” 

On page 25, first line, add at the end “and community facilities.” 

On line 13 and line 14, strike them in their entirety. They are now 
under contract. Those are Capehart houses. 

The CuatrmMan. That is at Chase Field, Tex. 

Mr. Keiiener. That is correct, sir. 

The Cuairman. All right. 

Mr. Ketiener. On page 26, strike all of line 7, the Radio Naval 
Station, Winter Harbor, Maine. 

The Cuarrman. All right, what is your next one? 

Mr. Keuieuer. On line 17, the same page, 26, strike “114” and in- 
sert “80.” Strike all of line 20. Those units are under contract. 

Following line 20, this new language is added : 

In accordance with the provisions of section 404 (a) of the Housing Amend- 
ment of 1955 (69 Stat. 652, as amended) the Secretary of the Navy is author- 
ized to acquire family housing at the following locations: 

Naval Powder Factory, Indian Head, Maryland, 385 units. 

Naval Auxiliary Air Station, Whiting Feld, Florida, 96 units. 

Naval Station, Green Cove Springs, Florida, 392 units. 

Those are all permissive Wherry projects, Mr. Chairman, The 
Parris Island project has been determined to be mandatory and there- 
fore does not need to be in the bill. 

20066—58—No. 86——47 





| 
| 
| 
: 
} 
| 











7760 


The Cuarman,. All right. Now, where is your next amendment? 

Mr. Keviener. The next amendment is a very minor one, on page 
28, line 14. The figure reads “108,365,000.” It should read “300,” at 
the end. 

The Cuarrman. All right, correct all the figures. 

Mr. Kevieuer. Yes, sir. 

The Cuairman. All right, where is your next one/ 

Mr. Ketiener. On page 30, another minor amendment. On line 2, 
the “460,706” should read “460,716.” 

The Cuarrman, All right. 

Mr. Keiiener. On page 31, line 2—— 

The CHarrman. Wait 1 minute. That finishes the Navy. 

Mr. Kevieuer. Yes, sir. 

The Cuatrman. And now the Air Force. 

Mr. Ketiener. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rivers. Let me ask a question. Where is your Polaris author- 
ization ? 

The Cuatrman. All that is highly classified, Mr. Rivers. 

Mr. Ketiener. That was in the $75 million figure. 

Mr. Rivers. That is what I asked you at that point. 

Mr. Ketiener. Yes. I am sorry if I didn’t answer you fully. 

Mr. Rivers. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Ketiener. Yes, sir. 

Air Force, page 31, line 2, change the money to read “$10,659,000.” 

On page 32, line 20, change “Brooklyn” to read “Brookley.” 

Mr. Brooks. Brooklyn to read what ? 

Mr. Keiiener. Brookley. 

The Cuarrman. Go ahead. 

Mr. Ketiener. Page 34. Following line 21, insert a new heading: 
“School of Aviation Medicine,” and the following language: 

School of Aviation Medicine, Brooks Air Force Base, San Antonio, Texas. 
Operational and training facilities, research, development and test facilities, 
supply facilities, hospital and medical facilities, administrative facilities, troop 
housing, community facilities, utilities and ground improvements, $12,000,000. 

Mr. Van Zanpt. How much? 

Mr. Keviener. $12 million. 

Mr. Bray. Mr. Chairman. 

The CHatrMan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Bray. Was this approved by the —— 

The Cuatmrman. This was approved and we went along with the 
bill. 

Mr. Bray. That wasn’t the question I asked. On the question here 
of the bill, it was found that the Department of the Air Force did not 
even ask for it to be in and a certain general of the Air Force did 
not even ask the Department of Air to include this in the bill. 

Are we going to doubt the Bureau of the Budget and the Depart- 
ment of the Air Force and the Surgeon General of the Air Force? 

Mr. Keiiener. Mr. Bray, Mr. Kilday gave a rather detailed ex- 
planation of this. 

Mr. Bray. I wasn’t here. 

Mr. Kewieuer. It has had a rather unhappy history, as I under- 
stand, from its inception. This $12 million represents part of a total 
of $30 million, of which some $9 million or $10 million has already 
been authorized. 
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He said in effect that if the school were going to be built, and in 
view of the hazards which it has run into before, the only effective 
way to do it was to insert the necessary authority in the bill. 

Mr. Bray. I never before have known this committee to not only— 
to approve a project that even the Surgeon General of the Air Force 
has not recommended to the Air Force, the Air Force has not recom- 
mended it to the Department of Defense and the Department of De- 
fense did not recommend it to us. 

And the Surgeon General of the Air Force was here in this room 
at the time and in response to questions, stated that they had not even 
recommended it. Certainly the Surgeon General of the Air Force has 
not recommended it to even the Air Force. 

Mr. Keiiener. I believe, Mr. Bray, that General Rentz testified at 
that same time that no opportunity had been provided for inserting 
it in the program. Of course, I can’t say whether it would have 
gotten in, but it was a question of timing. 

Mr. Bray. He did not even say that they had made a verbal request. 
The Surgeon General of the Air Force had not even asked the Air 
Force to include it. 

The Cuairman. Off the record. 

(Further statement off the record.) 

Mr. Becker. Mr. Chairman, if you remember—and I am sure you 
remember the testimony well—at the time the doctor was testifying 
on this—certaily I think we should have the best medical facilities, 
but I thought I suggested at the time, and I thought it was acceded 
to by the chairman that we were going to try to find out the back- 
ground of this, as to why everybody had been bypassed and why they 
are coming here and asking to put it in the bill. 

I know your interest in having the job done 

The CHarrman. I suggest we let the item stay in. It has a long 
road before it. If it is not warranted, why the money will never be 
made available. 

Mr. Brooks. Mr. Chairman, it has been approved by the full com- 
mittee. They aready acted on it. 

Mr. Bray. I want the record to show that this project that is now 
being put in the bill was not in the bill and furthermore that the 
Surgeon General of the Air Force in this room at the hearing in 
response to questions asked by myself, stated that he had not re- 
quested it, did not even request the Air Force to approve it. 

The Cuarrman. Well, of course—— 

Mr. Bray. And some official from the Air Force said that they had 
not asked—even asked—that this be placed in the bill. 

Now, regardless of the merits of the matter, I think we are almost 
being irresponsible to go and not only—let’s say the Surgeon General 
of the Air Force had said, “I want it in that bill.” He didn’t say so. 
Let’s say the Secretary of the Air Force or someone in the Air Force 
said, “We want it in the bill and we asked the Department of Defense, 
but in some way we couldn’t get it in the bill.” 

I am not a doctor and I do not know the needs of it. It may be very 
vital. At least I do not want to and will not join in legislation where 
nobody apparently wanted it, but this man. But he hadn’t even sold 
his boss on it. 
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The Cuamman. You will recall, Mr. Bray, that the doctor from the 
hospital there was here and he testified for it and he pointed out the 
reason why he thought it was highly necessary. 

Recent experiments have been carried on with reference to the flight 
to the moon, with the laboratory work there. The Air Force Surgeon 
General did not request it and the Budget did not request it. But 
that doesn’t ssenaibidla Congress from reaching a decision of its own 
in the matter. And it was thoroughly discussed when Mr. Kilday 
was here. He is not here today. He is unavoidably absent. I suggest 
that we let this item stay in. We agreed to it when he was here. If 
there is any doubt about it, why—it has a long road before it. 

Mrs. St. Grorce. Mr. Chairman, might I say, if my memory serves 
me, there was no objection. 

The Cuairman. Nota bit. 

Mr. Bray. I do object to it. I do not remember it coming to a vote. 
I know I was here during all of the discussion. 

The Carman. Well, let’s vote on it now. We have a quorum 

— All in favor of this item going in the bill, hold up your 


(Show of ery 
r. Smart. 18, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuan. ‘All opposed. ‘Two opposed. 

The amendment is agreed to. A quorum being present, 18 voted in 
the affirmative and 2 in the negative. 

Now, what is the next one ? 

Mr. Ketiener. Mr. Chairman, may I include at this point a list of 
the facilities that would be constructed at the school ? 

The Cuarrman. Allright. 

(The document referred to is as follows :) 


Department of the Air Force, fiscal year 1959 military construction authoriza- 
tion—Revised list of first priority group items for School of Aviation Medicine, 
Brooks Air Force Base, Tea. 


| Scope | Cost 
a —_—-- — —— rose -_ --——~ | —— 
Bionucleonics laboratory | 37,500 square feet_____ on. $1, 612, 000 
Bioastronautics laboratory a healing aa | 24,000 square feet ; 984, 000 
Cellular physiology laboratory. 40,000 square feet__- 1, 300, 000 
Biodynamics laboratory -- - - : 13,000 square feet ____- 1, ary ope 
Library and professional building . 130,000 square feet - 
Dental research laboratory - - - -------- 12,000 square feet _- | ter one 
Vivarium support facility 34,600 square feet | 623, 000 
Heating and air euntitianiog pli ant (addition) | Lump sum eee | 1,512,000 
Utilities SN SSE 900, 000 
Collateral equipme eye tontiee eae on] SAP OE. ose neleesee 605, 000 
oo ik ede ttt Sete neitnne toe eee | | 12, 000, 000 





The Cuamman. Next amendment. 

Mr. Kettener. The next amendment is on page 35, line 12, follow- 
ing the word “Colorado,” insert the words “or alternate location.” 

The Cuaman. That is right, without objection it is agreed to. 

Now what is your next one? 

Mr. Kewiener. Page 36, line 7. Change the money to read 
“$571,000.” 


The Cuarrman. That is right, on line 7. <All right. 
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Mr. Van Zanpr. Mr. Chairman, at that point. Is there any money 
or any authority in the bill that will permit them to rebuild the con- 
trol tower at Stead Air Force Base, Reno? Do you know? 

Mr. Ketieuer. I can’t answer that, Mr. Van Zandt. I will check 
it after the hearing. 

Mr. Van Zanpr. Clieck and let me know. 

Mr. Kettenrr. This item in no way involves that. It involves 
diesel storage. 

The Cuarrman. Go ahead. 

Mr. Ketiener. Page 36, line 22. Strike the money and insert 
“$11,589,000.” Page 37, line 11, strike the money and _ insert 
“89 874.000." 

On line 19 strike the words “maintenance facilities,” and on line 20 
strike the money and insert “$4,051,000.” 

On line 22, following the word “Facilities,” insert the words “troop 
housing,” and on the same line change the money to read “$4,280,000.” 

The CuatrMman. All right. Without objection. Go ahead. 

Mr. Ketiruer. Page 38, line 3—I am sorry, line 2, strike the money 
and insert $7,868,000.” 

Following line 7, insert a new item as follows: 

Brunswick Naval Air Station, Brunswick, Maine: Operational and training 
facilities, maintenance facilities, supply facilities, administrative facilities, troop 
housing, community facilities, and utilities, $11,417,000. 

The CaHarrmMan. Without objection, it is agreed to. 

Mr. Ketiener. Page 39, line 15, strike the money and insert 
“$9 703,000.” 

Page 40, line 19, strike the words “maintenance facilities” and on 
line 20 strike the money and insert “$3,577,000.” 

On page 41, line 12, strike “Pinecastle” and insert “McCoy.” And 
on line 14, strike the money and insert “$5,137,000.” 

Mr. Benner. Mr. Chairman, may I ask what. was stricken ? 

Mr. Ketrener. Yes, sir. Ammunition storage was cut from 5 units 
to 4 units based upon a restudy made within the Department. 

Mr. Bennerr. We get to the housing on page 43 ¢ 

Mr. Keitieuer. Yes, sir. 

On page 42, line 5, strike the money and insert “$8,431,000.” 

On page 43, line 14—— 

The CHamman. No, 42. 

Mr. Ketiener. Sir! 

The Cuatrman. How about—— 

Mr. Kevtiener. There was an amendment on line 23. 

The Cuarrman. That is right. 

Mr. Ketiener. But the amendment was changed and the original 
sum restored. 

The Cnairman. Oh, I see. Seymour-Johnson. All right. 

Mr. Ketiener. Page 438, line 14, strike the money and insert 
“$163,066,000.” 

On line 17 strike the money and insert “$696,000.” 

On page 44, line 5, strike the money and insert “$24,986,000.” 

Mr. Bennett. Is that where you are going into McCoy housing? 
as know there was testimony as to the need for more housing at 

eCoy. 
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Mr. Keiiener. We are going to come to the housing a little bit 
later on. 

The Cuatrman. Go right ahead. 

Mr. Kewiener. On page 44, line 18, strike the money and insert 
“$15,688,000.” 

And on line 25, strike the money and insert “$643,000.” 

On page 45, line 3, strike the money and insert “$21,431,000.” 

On line 8, strike the money and insert “$19,952,000.” 

On line 16, strike the money and insert “$315,000.” 

The CHatrrman. Now we lumped all these ballistic missiles together. 

Mr. Ketiener. Yes, sir. The effect of that will be on line 18, after 
the word “facilities” insert the words “for ballistic, strategic, and 
defense missiles,” and on line 22, following the word “equipment,” 
insert the following words, “in the total amount of $287,500,000.” 

The Cuarman. Wait a minute. Is that right? 

Mr. Keiiener. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarmman. Are the figures right. Two hundred what? 

Mr. Kevieuer. $287,500,000. It was $277 million and you restored 
$10 million. 

The Carman. That is right. 

Mr. Ketxiener. Strike all of lines 23, 24, and 25. 

‘The CHatrman.* That is right. 

Mr. Ketiener. On page 46, line 13, the $25 million appears again. 

The Cuarrman. Reduce it to $10 million. 

Mr. Kevieuer. Right. 

On line 24 of page 46, following the word “quarters” insert the 
words “and community facilities.” 

On page 47, line 9, change Iceland to read “Morocco.” Henge 

Mr. Kewtiener. On line 15, at the end, add the words “and com- 
munity facilities.” 

The Cuatrrman. All right; go ahead. 

Mr. Keriener. Page 48, at the end of line 3, insert the words “and 
community facilities.” 

On line 15, change the name of the station to read “Camp Adair 
Air Force Station.” 

On line 17, strike “570” and insert “970.” 

Mr. Bray. Where is that? 

Mr. Ketiener. On line 17, Beale Air Force Base, Mr. Bray. 

Between lines 19 and 20 insert a new item: “Clinton County Air 
Force Base, Ohio, 536 units.” 

Between lines 21 and 22, insert “Donaldson Air Force Base, South 
Carolina, 275 units.” 

On line 24, strike “240” and insert “365.” 

On page 49, strike all of line 2. They are already under contract. 

On line 9, strike “730” and insert “270,” for the same reason. 

On line 15, strike “935” and insert “595.” Also under contract. 

Strike all of line 20 and all of line 21. They are under contract. 

Page 50, strike all of line 2. Those units are under contract. 

Between lines 2 and 3 insert a new item: “McCoy Air Force Base, 
Florida, 668 units.” 

On line 3 strike “1,750” and insert “1,450.” 

On line 14, strike “423” and insert “150.” The remainder are under 
contract. 

On line 24, strike “1,500” and insert “300,” for the same reason. 
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The Cuatirman. All right. Outside the United States. 

Mr. Ketieuer. Mr. Chairman, on page 56. 

The Cuareman. Fifty-six? 

Mr. Keriener. Yes, sir. Following line 21, insert a new section 
as follows: 

Sec. 310. The last paragraph under the heading “Research and Development 
Command” in Title 3 of Public Law 161, 84th Congress (69 Stat. 342), is 
amended to read as follows: 

“Various locations: Research, development and operational facilities, includ- 
ing not more than $367,000 for an off-base roadway, approximately ten miles 
in length, in the vicinity of the Northbound Railway of Cape Canaveral, an 
auxiliary to Patrick Air Force Base, $20,000,000.” 

The amendment made by this section is effective from March 1, 
1956. 

The Cuarrman. What other amendment to this section ? 

Mr. Ketiener. Title 4 is next, Mr. Chairman, on page 57, follow- 
ing line 

The Cuarrman. Wait 1 minute. 

Mr. Keviener. Yes, sir. 

The CHamrman. We have to arrange some flexibility in reference 
to these houses. 

Mr. Ketiener. That is later on, Mr. Chairman. 

The Caarrman. Oh,Isee. All right, go ahead. 

Mr. Kewtiener. Page 57, at the end of line 4, insert the following 
language: 





The Secretary of Defense shall report in detail semiannually to the Armed 
Services Committees of the Senate and the House of Representatives with respect 
to the exercise of the authority granted by this title. 

The CHarrMan. Well, now, let use see. 

Mr. Bennett. May [ask what the effect of that is? 

The Cuarrman. Let us see. Why not make that report to the Con- 
gress, instead of to the committees ? 

Mr. Ketiener. All right. 

The Cuamman. Because we must get away from reporting to the 
committees. It is report to the Congress. I suggest we try to abandon 
that line of thought, of reporting to the committees, as rapidly as we 
can do so with propriety. Let the reports come to Congress and then 
they are automatically referred to the committee. 

Without object, that amendment is agreed to. 

Mr. Keiiener. Page 58. Almost all of those figures will change for 
the totals, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuatrman. That is right. 

Mr. Keviener. I have them if you want them. 

The Cuarrman. Go ahead. 

Mr. Ketiener. All right, sir. Page 59, at the beginning of line 24, 
prior to the word “The,” insert the words “The Secretary of Defense 
and.” 

The Cuatrman. Allright. Without objection. 

Mr. Keiiener. On page 64, following line 23, insert language relat- 
ing to the 10-percent variation in housing, reading as follows: 
and (4) to the extent that any authorizations of subsections 104 (b), and 304 
(b) of this act to construct housing at locations specified therein are not utilized, 


such authorization may be exercised to construct housing at other locations: 
Provided, That the total number of housing units to be constructed under the 
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authority of this subsection may not exceed for any service 10 percent of the 
total number of units authorized in its subsection. 


The Cuarrman. Do you require a report? 

Mr. Keiiener. No, sir. 

Mr. Huppieston. Give us a report. 

The Cuamman. I think it would be sound to put in there that he 
reports back to the Congress what is accomplished. In that way you 
can be posted of what is going on. 

Mr. Ketxiener. All right. 

Mr. Durnam. We agreed to that. 

Mr. Ketrener. Page 65, strike all of section 513. That would 
repeal title 6 of Public Law 155. 

The Cuatrman. Now members of the committee, that finishes the 
bill. But we have a very important amendment now that was brought 
in as a result of a long hearing by Mr. Brook’s subcommittee with 
reference to armories, both Reserve and National Guard. 

Now let us read that amendment. 

Mr. Brooks. Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Mr. Brooks. 

(The amendment referred to is as follows :) 


4 ARMY RESERVE 


Batavia, New York: Training facilities, $171,000. 
Beckley, West Virginia: Training facilities, $289,000. 
Beloit, Wisconsin: Training facilities $157,000. 
Canandaigua, New York: Training facilities, $171,000. 
Canton, Ohio: Training facilities, $40,000. 

Cheyenne, Wyoming: Training facilities, $149,000. 
Durant, Oklahoma: Training facilities, $141,000. 

Fargo, North Dakota: Training facilities, $149,000. 
Fremont, Ohio: Training facilities, $149,000. 

Galesburg, Illinois: Training facilities, $157,000. 
Greenwood, South Carolina: Training facilities, $85,000. 
Hempstead, New York (Nr2): Training facilities, $536,000. 
Johnstown, Pennsylvania: Training facilities, $99,000. 
Kewaunee, Wisconsin: Training facilities, $157,000. 
Madison, Wisconsin (Nr2): Training facilities, $490,000. 
Oklahoma City, Oklahoma (Nr2): Training facilities, $443,000. 
Saint Marys, Ohio: Training facilities, $149,000. 

Saint Marys, Pennsylvania: Training facilities, $149,000. 
Salinas, California: Training facilities, $164,000. 

Sinton, Texas: Training facilities, $134,000. 

Stockton, California: Training facilities, $164,000. 
Warren, Ohio: Training facilities, $289,000. 

Weirton, West Virginia: Training facilities, $149,000. 
Land acquisition: Training facilities, $419,000. 


ARMY NATIONAL GUARD OF THE UNITED STATES 
(ARMORY) 


Ackerman, Mississippi: Training facilities, $54,000. 
Agawam, Massachusetts: Training facilities, $170,000. 
Ashford, Alabama: Training facilities, $70,000. 
Beckley, West Virginia: Training facilities, $200,000. 
Belton, South Carolina: Training facilities, $122,000. 
Berryville, Arkansas: Training facilities, $45,000. 
Berryville, Virginia: Training facilities, $135,000. 
Bethel, Alaska: Training facilities, $480,000. 
Caldwell, Ohio: Training facilities, $135,000. 
Calhoun, Georgia: Training facilities, $110,000. 
Chester, Pennsylvania: Training facilities, $206,000. 
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Espanola, New Mexico: Training facilities, $57,000. 
Fairbanks, Alaska: Training facilities, $227,000. 
Gainesville, Texas: Training facilities, $111,000. 
Hollister, California: Training facilities, $105,000. 
Honey Grove, Texas: Training facilities, $90,000. 
Juncos, Puerto Rico: Training facilities, $38,000. 
Livingston, Tennessee: Training facilities, $91,000. 
Lovell, Wyoming: Training facilities, $142,000. 
Mayaguez, Puerto Rico: Training facilities, $160,000. 
Middleboro, Kentucky: Training facilities, $130,000. 
Northwest Saint Paul, Minnesota: Training facilities, $130,000. 
Pitman, New Jersey : Training facilities, $175,000. 
Rigby, Idaho: Training facilities, $57,000. 

Salem, South Dakota: Training facilities, $150,000. 
Saranac Lake, New York: Training facilities, $300,000. 
Shallotte, North Carolina : Training facilities, $95,000. 
Smithfield, North Carolina: Training facilities, $98,000. 
South Portland, Maine: Training facilities, $150,000. 
Sturgis, Michigan: Training facilities, $220,000. 
Swanton, Vermont: Training facilities, $137,000. 
Valparaiso, Indiana: Training facilities, $188,000. 
Whitman, Massachusetts: Training facilities, $170,000. 
Whitmire, South Carolina: Training facilities, $99,000. 
Winnemucca, Nevada: Training facilities, $110,000. 


ARMY NATIONAL GUARD OF THE UNITED STATES (NONARMORY) 


Augusta, Maine: Administrative facilities, $90,000. 

Burlington, Vermont: Supply facilities, $208,000. 

Camp Beauregard, Louisiana: Supply facilities, $325,000. 

Camp Dodge, lowa: Supply facilities, $120,000. 

Concord, New Hampshire: Supply facilities, $145,000. 

Kalispell, Montana: Maintenance facilities, $67,000. 

Trenton, New Jersey : Maintenance facilities, $80,000. 

Mr. Brooxs. Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, Sub- 
committee No. 1 has completed hearings on H. R. 12369, to provide 
additional facilities necessary for the administration and training of 
units of the Reserve components of the Armed Forces of the United 
States, and has unanimously reported the bill with amendments. 

The chairman asked that the contents of the subcommittee bill, as 
reported, be included in the clean public works bill. As a conse- 
quence, the subcommittee bill will be a new title VI of that bill. 

I will take just a moment to refresh your memories concerning the 
construction of Reserve facilities. In 1950 the Congress enacted the 
National Defense Facilities Act, Public Law 783, 81st Congress, 
which, for the first time, provided general authorization for the 
construction of needed projects for training the Reserve components. 
Briefly, I can tell you that under the provisions of that law Reserve 
facilities may be constructed in two different ways. Army National 
Guard projects, exclusive of nonarmory projects, are provided as 
contributions from the Federal Government to the States on the basis 
of a 75-percent Federal contribution to a 25-percent contribution on 
the part of the several States. Nonarmory projects, Air National 
Guard and other Federal Reserve armories are constructed with 100 
percent Federal funds. This law was a general authorization law, 
and the money was authorized for the Department of Defense and 
appropriations were made to the three military departments. Under 
the provisions of that law we have, through fiscal year 1958, 
authorized $580 million. 











One of the provisions of that law was the projects would be 
planned for construction by the Department of Defense only after 
consultation with the Armed Services Committees of the Congress. 

Last year when the subcommittee was considering additional au- 
thorizations under the authority of the National Defense Facilities 
Act it came to the conclusion that the time had come when the 
Department of Defense should submit line items so that the com- 
mittees of Congress could be advised of the location and type of 
projects before the money was authorized, rather than after. There- 
fore, the committees, with the concurrence of the Bureau of the 
Budget, directed the Department to propose further legislation of 
this nature on a line item basis. 

As a consequence, H. R. 12369, which will be title VI of the military 
public works bill, is, for the first time, an authorization for the con- 
struction of Reserve facilities on a line item basis. 

As submitted by the Department the bill would have provided 
authorization for $30,140,000. The Naval Reserve, including the 
Marine Corps Reserve, would have received an authorization of $11,- 
892,000, the Air Force Reserve, $6,272,000, and the Air National 
Guard, $11,976,000. No provisions were made for additional author- 
ization for the Army National Guard and the Army Reserve. 

The subcommittee reviewed the line items contained in the bill very 
carefully. It believes that the great majority of the line items were 
carefully and thoroughly explaned and are justified. We did reduce 
the total amount for Naval and Marine Corps Reserve, Air Force 
Reserve, and Air National Guard by approximately $1,120,000. This 
was done with the concurrence of the representatives of the military 
departments and the Department of Defense. The subcommittee re- 
authorized three additional Air National Guard projects, which does 
not add to the total authorization, inasmuch as these projects had been 
paced authorized by the Congress, but, since the Air National 

uard appropriations are 1-year money, the projects would have been 
lost after June 30 of this year had we not reauthorized them. 

However, the subcommittee could not agree with the Department of 
Defense that the best interests of the Reserve components would be 
served by failing to authorize additional projects for the Army Na- 
tional Guard and the Army Reserve. 

The Department of Defense argued that the Army National Guard 
presently has $17.7 million funded and unobligated authorization as 
of June 30, 1958, and that the Army Reserve has $30.8 million funded 
and unobligated authorization as of the same date. It was therefore 
contended that since these two Reserve components had these amounts 
of funded, unobligated authorizations their needs would be satisfied 
for fiscal year 1959, and no further authorizations for next year would 
be necessary. 

The subcommittee does not agree with this contention. In the first 
place, if we followed the Department of Defense reasoning we are 
requiring the Army National Guard and the Army Reserve to live on 
so-called “fat.” I mean by this that the Department of Defense has 
restricted the facilities program for the Army National Guard and the 
Army Reserve in fiscal year 1958, and, as a consequnce, they still have 
funded and unobligated authorizations available to them. However, 
this is not the way to get the job done. It is a fact that of all the 
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Reserve components, the Army National Guard and the Army Reserve, 
have the greatest need for additional training facilities. For instance, 
the National Guard Bureau contends that of the total requirement of 
2,780 armories there still is a deficiency of 764 armories to be built 
before the Army National Guard can complete its program. The 
Army Reserve is in even worse shape. Of the total requirement of 
1,800 Army Reserve training centers only 717 have been constructed, 
leaving a deficiency of 1,083. In addition, the contrast between the 
Army National Guard and the Army Reserve and the other Reserve 
components becomes more apparent when we find that the Naval and 
Marine Corps Reserve, Air Force Reserve, and Air National Guard 
are well along on their programs, and in the next 2 or 3 years, if given 
authorizations and appropriations similar to that which they have 
received in the past, will complete their programs, except for annual 
authorization for maintenance and necessary replacements. 

Insofar as the Army National Guard is concerned there is also for 
consideration the amount of funds which have been appropriated by 
the State legislatures. There is presently in excess of $35 million 
available from State funds as matching contributions for the construc- 
tion of Army National Guard armories. At least some of this money 
will be lost if it is not used. The subcommittee believes the States 
have more than done their part under the provisions of the law in 
providing the necessary funds and it is now up to the Federal Govern- 
ment to do its part. 

As a consequence, the subcommittee asked the Department of the 
Army and the National Guard Bureau to provide it with a list of 
its most needed projects, not heretofore authorized. From this list 
the subcommittee agreed to authorize approximately $5 million for the 
Army National Guard for armory construction, together with approxi- 
mately $1 million for nonarmory construction, and $5 million for 
Army Reserve armory construction. 

Let me emphasize that these projects for the Army National Guard 
and the Army Reserve were submitted to the subcommittee on a priority 
basis. The subcommittee did not pick and choose. Furthermore, 
the projects submitted by the National Guard Bureau have the further 
approval, on a priority basis, of the States concerned. 

The total amount of the bill, as reported by the subcommittee with 
amendments, is $39,958,000. This exceeds the original Department of 
Defense proposal by $9,818,000. 

Mr. Chairman, I submit that even with the subcommittee additions 
for the Army National Guard and the Army Reserve this is a modest 
authorization when the need for Reserve facilities is considered. Fur- 
thermore, I would remind you that last year the Congress authorized 
$80 million for Reserve facilities construction. Thus, we are author- 
izing for fiscal year 1959 less than half of the amount authorized for 
fiscal year 1958. 

Mr. Chairman, I move favorable consideration of the subcommittee 
report. 

r. Chairman, the Subcommittee No. 1 has taken up under your 
direction consideration of H. R. 12369, a copy of which is being given 
every member of the full committee at this time. 

H. R. 12369 is a bill to provide armory facilities or Reserve facilities 
for the several services—Army, Navy, Air Force, and Marine Corps. 
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It follows the procedure that we followed in years gone by of providing 
facilities to be jointly used or separately used wherever they are avail- 
able by the Reserve components of the several services. 

This bill, however, differs from past bills in that this bill now takes 
up these matters on a line item basis, just like the major bill that we 
just considered. In other words, from now on out the services pro- 
pose to come to Congress with line items as to the facilities to be 
constructed. 

Now those that have been considered by the committee in the past, 
those that have been authorized, will still be authorized in the future. 
This simply is a door you go through when you adopt this bill. And 
in the future the committee will pass by line items, item by item on the 
new facilities to be built for all of the armed services. 

Now, I might say this, that as a consequence of what we propose 
here today, H. R. 12369 will be title VI of the present bill, the military 
public works bill and for the first time it is an authorization of con- 
struction facilities to a line item basis. 

As amended by the Department, the bill would have provided 
authorization for $30,140,000. 

The Navy Reserve, including the Marine Reserve, would have re- 
ceived an authorization of $11,892,000. 

The Air Force Reserve, $6,272,000. 

And the Air National Guard, $11,976,000. 

No provision—and I want every member of the committee to re- 
member this—no provision was made in the suggested bill for the 
Army National Guard or for the Army Reserve. 

Now the committee studied that for a long time, as to why the Army 
Guard and the Army Reserve was left out of consideratiton in the 
bill. We finally came to the conclusion that the Army Reserve and 
the Army Guard should be placed in the bill. 

As a result of it, the committee instruc dtme eoask the Department 
and the National Guard to come up with an item-by-item recommenda- 
tion of $5 million for the Army Reserve and $6 million for the Army 
Natitonal Guard. It was really $5 mililon for each, but the Army 
National Guard has an additional item of nonarmory construction 
which is authorized by the Congress, and they came up with sugges- 
tions of priority projects for $1 million in nonarmory construction. 

So the total amount with the Army Reserve and the Army National 
Guard as amended by your committee was $11 million in additional 
construction to take care of them. 

Now, I will say this on behalf of the Department. The reason 
they gave for not including construction for the Army Reserve and 
the Army Guard was that in prior years we had appropriated money 
and the departments have held the money back and not permitted the 
Army Reserve and the Army Guard to spend this money. 

Therefore, they took the position there is some money available and 
it hasn’t been spent. Of course it hasn’t been spent because it wasn’t 
available and they couldn’t spend it. 

As a result of it, we brought special witnesses in, and we have them 
here this morning if the committee wishes to hear them. They will 
show what the program of the Army Reserve and the Army Guard 
is at this time. 
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I can say that the Navy program is pretty close to completion. In 
2 more years the Navy construction reserve program will have been 
completed if the present program is followed through. 

The Air Force program is in excellent shape, probably 85 percent 
completed. In 2,3, or 4 years they will be through. 

The Air National Guard is in good shape. 

The two programs that are not in good shape are the Army Re- 
serve and the Army National Guard. 

Now our witnesses showed that. They are prepared to show it 
this morning. 

The Cuarrman. Now—— 

Mr. Brooks. Showing that the Army National Guard needs some 
800 installations still. 

Now the governors of the several States have been before the 
subcommittee. They have indicated that the governors themselves 
have available some $35 million on a matching basis. The matehing 
is 3 to 1, that is 25 percent by the State and 75 percent by the United 
States. 

That money is available here and can be utilized if the Federal 
Government does its part. 

Now headed by the Governor from Illinois, they were unanimous 
in asking that we step up our program for National Guard con- 
struction. 

So the committee took that action, Mr. Chairman. 

The CHarrmMan. Two questions. Thank you, Mr. Brooks. Now 
there are two questions. Was this a unanimous report of your sub- 
committee ? 

Mr. Brooks. Unanimous report and a full quorum, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuamrman. The next question is: What is the total amount set 
out in 12369, to be known as title VI? What is the total amount? 

Mr. Brooks. The total amount in the Department bill was $30,- 
140,000. We added by amendment $11 million. Then we struck 
out $6,000 for Alvin Calender because of the reappraisal of some 
land down there. We could save $6,000. What else did we do, 
Mr. Ducander ? 

The CrnatrMan. That is $41 million. 

Mr. Ducanver. The total, Mr. Chairman, is $39,958,000. 

The CHarrMan. $39 million. 

Mr. Ducanper. Yes, sir. 

The CHarrman. All right. Any questions by any members of the 
committee in regard to this title VI? 

Mr. Gupser. Yes, Mr. Chairman. 

The CuatrMan. Mr. Gubser. 

Mr. Gupser. I have a federally owned armory in the city of San 
Jose, which is part of a civic-center development. The local com- 
munities are now making plans to put in streets and sidewalks, curbs, 
and gutters, which would include those around the federally owned 
property. 

At this time, Mr. Chairman, I do not know whether or not the 
Federal Government has title to the property to the middle of the 
right-of-way. If they do not, certainly an amendment to this bill 
is out of order. If they do and I find that they do, I would like to 
request permission to poll the committee privately and if the com- 
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mittee is in sympathy with the addition of an item of $42,000 to 
take care of the Federal share of this cost, then present it on the 
floor, but in no way will I present an amendment unless the com- 
mittee agrees to it. Is that all right? 

The Cuarrman. Allright. If you are satisfied that the facts would 
_— it, why then you bring it up on the floor of the House. 

Mr. Gupser. Yes. 

The Cuarrman. Without objection, that amendment is known as 
title No. VI to the bill. 

Now, members of the committee, I think it is proper now to.call the 
roll on the bill as amended, and then I will introduce the bill and 
have a brand-new, clean bill, and next Tuesday, after we get a number, 
we will have to have another rollcall on the bill. 

All in favor of reporting 12360 with the amendments when your 
name is called vote “aye” and all opposed vote “no.” Call the roll. 

(Rollcall.) 

The Cuarrman. A quorum being present, the bill is unanimously— 
how many ? 

Mr. Smarr. On this vote, Mr. Chairman, there are 32 “ayes” and 
no “nays.” 

The Cuarrman. A quorum being present and 32 voting in the affirm- 
ative and no votes in the negative, it is approved. I will introduce 
the bill. We will have to have a number and a rollcall Tuesday 
morning. 

Now, members of the committee, on Tuesday I will ask that we 
take up a bill with reference to loaning some ships. It is a very im- 
portant bill. It has already passed the Senate. We will have a roll- 

call on this bill and then we will get ready for the debate. 

I want to ask Mrs. St. George to be ready to handle this bill over 
on your side. 

Mrs. St. George. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

(Mr. Smart aside. ) 

The Cuarrman. Now the committee will take a recess until Tues- 
day morning. 

Thank all the members of the committee. 

(Whereupon, at 11:17 a. m., the committee adjourned, to reconvene 
at 10 a.m. Tuesday, June 24, 1958.) 








Howse or REPRESENTATIVES, 
CoMMITTEE ON ARMED SERVIC am, 
Washington, D. C., Tuesday, June 24, 1958. 

The committee met at 10 a. m., Hon. Carl Vinson, chairman of the 
committee, presiding. 

The Cuarrman. Let the committee come to order. 

Members of the committee, the hearing this morning is on the 
public-works bill, H. R. 13015. However, before the committee takes 
it up, we have one or two projects I think we can clear up and get 
behind us. 

Now, one is with reference to Army acquisition project 302, with 
reference to some property in Roanoke, Va. 

Mr. Ketiener. Mr. Chairman, Army project 302 contemplates the 


K OO 


leasing of 15,335 square feet of space in Roanoke, at an annual rental 
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of $40,400. It is for the recruiting and induction station in that area. 
They have been occupying other space that they now have to vacate 
and intend to go into this space. The cost is $2.64 a square foot, which 
is the going market rental, being determined by bid process by GSA. 

The Cuairman. Any questions from any members of the committee 
in regard to this acquisition ? 

If not, I will request the counsel to prepare a letter for my signa- 
ture, advising the Department we interpose no objection. 

Now, members of the committee, the other day when we had our last 
hearing on the public works bill we reached an item in it with ref- 
erence to 337 houses at Fayetteville, N. C., at Fort Bragg. 

Mr. Kircuin. 367. 

The Cuarrman. At that time I said that I was going to introduce 
a new bill, because there were so many amendments in the bill. We 
decided that we would not for the time being put in that item, as 
it was being objected to by Mr. Lennon and the chamber of commerce. 

Here is what the record says: 


Just give us time to look into it. We are going to try to work out something 


on this. Without objection, for the time being, we are striking out Fort Bragg 
and we will take it up later. 


I will appoint a subcommittee to look into the matter and to get all the infor- 
mation and to have a hearing on it and see what we should do. And if we need 
these houses, they will be built. If we don’t need them, they will not be built. 

Now, I have made an investigation since that meeting of last week 
and I talked to the Army and Mr. Bryant’s office. Mr. Bryant is 


here this morning. I think it is nothing but right and proper that 
we should reexamine this item. 


Mr. Bryant, will you please come around ? 

Secretary Bryant. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. Now, Mr. Bryant, you have heard briefly what 
happened the other day. 

Vhat disturbed the committee was a statement that you stated 
to the delegation and the chamber of commerce, that— 


Had he all the information that he received on May 12 he probably would have 
a different view. It might be well and justified for the committee to make some 


inquiry in regard to this matter. 

That disturbed us. We would like to clear that up. 

Secretary Bryant. Yes, sir. 

The reason I have a prepared statement today is to obviate any 
possibility that what I may have said or certain statements that I 
may have made might have been taken out of context. 

I will cover that, with your permission, Mr. Chairman, by reading 
that. 

The Cuarrman. Go right ahead and make your statement. 

Secretary Bryant. Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, 
as you know I am Floyd 8. Bryant, Assistant Secretary of Defense 
for Properties and Installations. I do appreciate the opportunity 
to appear before this committee to recommend again that you authorize 
construction of 367 Capehart family-housing units at Fort Bragg, 
N.C. 

On the basis of information obtained from the Department of the 
Army and our own survey of housing in the area and from the Fayette- 
ville Chamber of Commerce, I am convinced that the project is com- 
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pletely justified. It has been proven to my satisfaction that there is 
not enough adequate family housing in the area to meet military 
requirements and, therefore, additional military housing is needed. — 

Our programing criteria, which are used in reviewing all family 
housing projects, provide that in urban areas adequate military 
family housing may not exceed 55 percent of long-range gross basic 
requirements for officers and NCO’s and that all adequate housing, 
both military and private, may not exceed 90 percent of requirements 
for these men. These safety factors have been strictly complied with 
in the Fort Bragg case, for considering Fort Bragg and Pope Air 
Force Base together, the requested 367-unit project would produce 
military housing amounting to only 52.4 percent of gross require- 
ments, and total housing assets, including adequate private housing, 
amounting to 84.4 percent. These figures give no consideration what- 
soever to the needs of more than 4,200 lower grade enlisted men who 
are married. 

On May 12 of this year, the president of the Fayetteville Chamber 
of Commerce, Mr. J. Bernard Stein, and the president of the Fay- 
etteville Board of Realtors, Mr. Homer Barrett, visited my office to 
request that I withdraw my approval of this 367 units for Fort Bragg. 
In support of this request, they offered information on vacancies in 
private housing as of January 1958. I advised them that our ex- 
amination of this information, based on our survey with them of con- 
ditions in the area in January revealed that the project was fully 
justified. They then advised that conditions had worsened consider- 
ably since January and that this was the basis for their request that I 
disapprove the project. In the course of this discussion, 1 remarked 
that had these new conditions in fact existed, and been brought to my 
attention, at the time of my approval of the project in February, 
my action might have been different. 

This remark, Mr. Chairman, was contingent on an assumed cor- 
rectness of facts which have never been established. From that 
time until now, no factual evidence of increased vacancies. has been 
presented to me, nor, as far as I can ascertain, has it been given to 
anyone with authority to disapprove or defer the project in question. 

Our survey in January revealed that only 87 of the 541 private 
units listed as vacant and adequate could actually be so described. 
Even if we consider certain 1 bedroom suites and a number of excess 
cost units to be adequate due to preference on the part of the individual 
occupants, then about 200 of the 541 units might be considered ac- 
ceptable. If we now assume that worsened conditions mean that ade- 
quate vacancies have doubled, note that no evidence is available to 
support such an assumption, and if we add 400 units to the community 
support already acknowledged, our programing would still be within 
established limits and I would still approve the project. 

Accordingly, Mr. Chairman, in view of the foregoing, I strongly 
urge that 367 housing units for Fort Bragg be included in the fiscal 
year 1959 military construction authorization bill. 

The Cuairrman. Thank you very much, Mr. Secretary. 

Now, Mr. Secretary, I understand you received a letter from the 
former president of the chamber of commerce with reference to these 
367 units now in dispute. Have you acopy of that letter? 

Secretary Bryant. No, sir. 
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The Cuairman. Mr. Kelleher, have you a copy of it ? 

Mr. Kexieuer. I believe you are referring, Mr. Chairman, to a 
letter to Mr. Stein from Mr. Wilbur Clark. 

The CuatirMan. Well, you think that should be read in the record? 
Read that letter. 

Mr. Keitiener. Mr. Clark is former president of the chamber of 
commerce. 

The CuatrmMan. Go ahead and read this letter. 

Mr. Keviener. The letter is dated April 29, 1958, and it is from 
Mr. A. Wilbur Clark, former president of the Chamber of Commerce 
of Fayetteville, N. C., and addressed to Mr. J. Bernard Stein, presi- 
dent, Fayetteville Chamber of Commerce. 

The Cuarman. I see. What is the date of this letter? 

Mr. Ketitruer. The date is April 29, 1958, Mr. Chairman. 


DEAR MR. STEIN: I have returned my ballot properly signed and marked, and 
this letter is being written in protest of this action which was taken recently 
by the board of directors. I am writing as a member in good standing, and as 
a past president of the group. My reason for the protest is as follows: 

(1) The subject of housing should have been resolved some 2 years ago when 
the majority of the membership voted to support Fort Bragg in its original 
request for housing. It is my belief that bringing this subject up again is nothing 
short of bad for the entire community and for the future of Fort Bragg. 

(2) It is my judgment that the board erred in having these ballots signed by 
the members. There again this will only tend to further cause tempers to flare 
between the pros and cons, and put a great many people on the spot. It is never 
constitutionally required that a voter must sign his ballot, even when he votes 
for the President of the United States. 

(3) The multiple-voting procedure based on the amount of dues the member 
pays, which was recommended unanimousaly by the board of directors to the 
entire membership at its annual meeting early in 1957 and adopted unani- 
mously in this meeting, was not carried out. I understand each member only 
received one ballot. 

(4) It seems that some members failed to get a ballot. I casually inquired 
of two members about noon last Saturday (Clark’s Esso and the Haymount 
Colonial Store), and in each case the manager advised that they did not 
receive a ballot. 

(5) The bylaws require the executive manager to open and tally ballots. I 
understand the ballots were being opened, even though the time set for ballots 
has not yet expired, by the staff, as the executive manager is out of the city. 

(6) It was the general feeling on the street that the results of the survey 
which was made jointly by representatives of the Army and the chamber would 
be accepted gracefully, regardless of the outcome. Even though a reduction in 
the original request was made because of this survey, the board has asked the 
membership to again vote, apparently hoping to upset even the new compromise 
and attempt to embarrass those members of the chamber and the civilian popu- 
lation at large having an unselfish attitude toward community development and 
permanent growth at Fort Bragg along with adequate housing. 

We have just seen in the paper this morning that the maneuver exercises at 
Fort Campbell, Ky., were canceled because of weather conditions. This has 
been a problem at that post, I understand, for years, and the soil and terrain 
is not conducive to airborne activities. If our facilities at Fort Bragg were 
completely adequate, and our community attitude good, it would seem to me 
that additional airborne units could be transferred to this area, if not the en- 
tire 101st Division. 

We ought to be farsighted and not think only of today in our attitudes toward 
Fort Bragg and what it’s attempting to do for its own future. 

It is regretful that the board of directors has seen fit to stir this matter up 
again, and regardless of the outcome of the vote by this apparent illegal proce- 
dure, it is my hope and wish that the Defense Department will pay no attention 
whatsoever to these latest maneuvers by the chamber of commerce. 

Please note that this letter is being written prior to the results of the vote, 
and I am taking the privilege of sending a copy of this letter to the officials, 
below. 
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The officials listed are Hon. Alton Lennon, Hon. Floyd S. Bryant, 
and Maj. Gen. Robert F. Sink. 

Mr. Chstriien, attached to this letter is a brief description of the 
voting procedure that was followed and the return of the ballots. 

Do you want that read ? 

The CuarrMan. Read it. 

Mr. Ke.ieuer (reading) : 

The following information on the Fayetteville, N. C., Chamber of Commerce 
voting on the construction of 367 Capehart housing units at Fort Bragg was ob- 
tained by the Fort Bragg Command from the office of the chamber of commerce: 


1. Ballots sent to 773 members (not 754 as reported) on April 24, 1958. 
2. Ballots were returned by 263 members; 195 voted against building the 


housing, and 68 voted in favor of it. 

Thus it appears that the new chamber of commerce position is based on oppo- 
sition by only one-fourth of the membership and on expression by only 34 per- 
cent of the membership. 

For example—— 

The Cuarrman. Thank you very much. 

Now, members of the committee, we have with us this morning the 
commanding general of Fort Bragg, Gen. Robert Sink. Is the 
general here? 

Mr. Kirenen. Mr. Chairman, may I ask Mr. Bryant one question 
before he leaves? _ 

The Cuamman. Yes. 

Mr. Kiron. Mr. Bryant, I understand you to say that since the 
survey or since the data acquired on the January 1958 survey, that 
no information has been supplied to you or the Defense Department 
to your knowledge concerning the availability of the so-called 541 
units that were available as of January this year. Do you know how 
many of those units are available today ? 

_ Secretary Bryant. I don’t think I could answer that categorically, 
sir. 

I haven’t had a team review recently. 

I do recall, however, that at the time that the group came in to see 
me, in May, that they were exercised about what they thought was 
an excess of vacancies percentagewise in that community as compared 
with the national average. 

These factors we did check. I must tell you that it was not un- 
healthy’in comparison with similar regions. 

Mr. Kircurn. What were the results of your check that you did 
make after May ? , 

Secretary Bryant. There was an overall vacancy rate of 3 percent 
and a rental vacancy rate of 4.9 percent. These rates were compared 
to a national average of 2 percent reported by the National Associa- 
tion of Real Estate Boards. 

Then, again, here—if the Capehart construction which was a mat- 
ter of their concern did draw that many families from private hous- 
ing in the area, our calculations were that it would have produced an 
overall vacancy rate of 3.9 percent and a rental vacancy of 6.7 per- 
cent. 

Now, these statements were made on the last day—wait a minute. 
This is not right. 

These statements were made at the time of the meeting in May 
and the figures that I have quoted to you were checked only against 
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national average figures which we were able to obtain from printed 
journals and other sources of information. 

But I think there is something which has been overlooked in this 
whole problem, Mr. Congressman. 

We are only providing housing for those people, officers and non- 
commissioned officers, who are by law entitled to quarters. 

There are a great many men who are married in the lower ranks 
who are not entitled to housing who must live on the community. 
And there are more of those people, by far, than the stated vacancies 
if those vacancies are adequate from the standpoint of room an 
rental requirements, far more than the number of people we are pro- 
viding houses for on base today. 

This for some reason or other seems to have been blown up into an 
exaggerated concern. 

Surely 367 additional houses on base is not going to be a major 
economic factor in an area where there are some five or six thousand 
additional people who have to be housed in that vicinity who are 
not entitled to on-base housing. 

Mr. Krrcuin. Mr. Secretary, Pope Air Force Base, I recall, is 
almost adjacent to the Bragg Reservation. 

Secretary Bryant. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kircnin. Are there any Capehart units on Pope Air Force 
Base ¢ 

Secretary Bryant. No, sir. But it is my belief—and I think per- 
haps the general can expand on this more intelligently—that ele- 
ments of the base will be accommodated on a part of the Capehart 
project. 

Mr. Kircutn. That is my next question, if you knew how. many 
were being accommodated there. 

Secretary Bryant. That is beyond my knowledge. I wish you 
wouldrask the Air Force. 

Mr. Kiron. Allright. That is all, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. Brooxs. Mr. Chairman, may I ask the Secretary a line or two. 
Now,-this is in general in the housing there. Down in Fort Polk, La., 
you’ have some units half built, some 2,000 units, for which you can- 
celed contracts te continue. 

Would it save any money to the United States to use these partially 
built, houses rather than to byild new houses all the time? 

Secretary Bryan’. I presume it would, Mr. Congressman. 

Mr. Brooks. I think you spent—how many million dollars? Some- 
one told me $11 million down there on 2,000 units and then canceled 
the contract. 

Secretary Bryant. The contract was canceled by the Army. But 
I couldn’t speak with propriety about the possibility of utilizing 
those houses for the mission which is now located 

Mr. Brooks. If you could save $11 million, it would be worthwhile 
looking into, wouldn’t it ? 

Secretary Bryant. I know as a matter of fact that the Army is 
continually looking over that situation in the hope of utilization. 
But I don’t want to be confusing or to be confused with respect to the 
requirement at Fort Bragg, unless you are going to assume that the 
mission of Fort Bragg can properly be performed elsewhere. 
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Mr. Brooxs. I am not assuming that. I am asking you, and I 
think I ought to, to investigate the possibility of completing partially 
completed houses, if they are ribbed: rather than expending addi- 
tional money on housing that hasn’t been started. I think that is a 
fair request, too, to make, You had a $32 million project for housing 
there and I have been told, unofficially, that we spent something like 
$11 million on it, and canceled the contract. 

Now, in building all of the houses that we are authorized, it would 
occur to me as a prudent businessman—I would think about retriev- 
ing that money that had been spent already on partially built houses. 

The Cuarrman. Do everything you can, Mr. Secretary, to save the 
taxpayers all the money you possibly can. Look into all these ques- 
tions carefully. 

Secretary Bryant. I shall. 

The Cuarmman. Now, General, will you please come around, the 
commanding general of Fort Bragg. 

Mr. Krrentn. General Sink. 

The Cuamman. General Sink. 

General Srnx. Yes, sir. | 

The Cuammayn. Sit right down, General. | 

General, it is a pleasure to have you here this morning. Very 
seldom we ever have an opportunity to talk face to face with a dis- 
tinguished general from the field. We welcome you here. We would 
be glad if you would just take the chair and tell the committee how 
is the housing situation at Fort Bragg. 

Now, members of the committee, bear in mind that we authorized 

' 
: 





some 2,000 houses at Bragg some 2 or 3 years ago and this 367 units is 
a part of the original authorization of 2,000 houses. 
Now, General, just sit down there. 
General Stnx. Mr. Chairman, and members of the Armed Forces 
Committee, I appear here as the commanding general of Fort Bragg 
and the 18th Airborne Corps. The 18th Airborne Corps consists o 
troops at Fort Bragg and at Fort Campbell, Ky., plus a lot of sup- 
porting troops all over the United States. This corps constitutes 
the highly mobile Strategic Reserve that we have in the United 
States Army. 
It is ready and able to move immediately to support our overseas 
forces or to execute any other mission we may be directed to under- 
take. To maintain the readiness required to meet the needs of this 
country, my officers and soldiers work hard, under regular hours and 
frequently at considerable discomfort under field conditions, 
In my capacity as commander of the 18th Airborne Corps it is my | 
duty to provide all manner of support for the units that constitute 
the Strategic Reserve Forces under my command. Not the least of 
these responsibilities is the provision of adequate dependent housing 
for all members of the command stationed at Fort Bragg. This is 
the reason for my appearance before you and I am thankful to you for 
the opportunity of presenting additional facts on the dependent hous- 
ing requirements at Fort Bragg. 
I am advised that members of the staffs of the Department of De- 
fense and the Department of the Army have provided you with de- 
tailed figures supporting and justifying Fort Bragg’s requirements 
for additional dependent housing. Mr. Chairman, I will not repeat 
those facts. 
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I would like to point out that the facts, which have been presented 
to you were a result of a dependent housing survey conducted in the 
Fayetteville-Fort Bragg, N. C., area during June and July of last 
year. After the results of that survey were submitted to the De- 
partment of the Army, an on-the-spot review and resurvey of those 
results was conducted by representatives of the Department of De- 
fense, in conjunction with the Fayetteville Chamber of Commerce and 
the Fayetteville Board of Realtors. In order that the resurvey would 
be conducted without influence from my command—our people were 
not permitted to be with that committee when they made that survey. 
As a matter of fact, they stayed downtown in Fayetteville, so as not 
to be contaminated by Army influence. [Laughter.] 

The results of that survey fully sustained the previous justification 
for our additional 367 sets of Army dependent housing at Fort Bragg. 

Incidentally, that 367 was the figure that was arrived at by that 
committee and as the chairman has said, was only a part of the 500 that 
you gentlemen had previously approved. 

Mr. Chairman, I am sure that you and the other fine members 
of your comittee are thoroughly familiar with the relatively simple 
ae of determining the requirements for dependent housing. 
Simply stated, it is an arithmetical process of subtracting the assets 
which are available, and visible to the view of the public, from the re- 
quirements. The difference represents the deficit. It is an arithme- 
tical problem. You simply say, “This is what we have and this is 
what we need.” The difference represents the deficit. 

However, other factors must be considered. All installation com- 
manders are required to report adequate and available offpost civilian 
housing, to include, by direction, 20 percent of post civilian housing 
that is substandard because of construction, and 30 percent of offpost 
civilian housing the rental of which exceeds the soldiers’ basic quarters 
allowance (rent plus utilities). 

In submitting the requirements and justification for additional Army 
housing at Fort Bragg, I have followed conscientiously and carefully, 
the criteria handed down to me. 

[,and members of my staff, have repeatedly discussed informatively, 
and explained patiently, and in detail, our Seal housing problems to 
the local community. In general, I feel that our problem is understood 
and that the majority of the local citizens are in our support. The 
mayor of Fayetteville, N. C., Mr. George Herndon, is present in the 
committee room to give his personal support to this statement if so re- 
quested by you. 

However, there is in my opinion a small, but strong, minority group 
violently opposed to additional Army dependent housing at Fort 
Bragg. Their oposition is natural since additional Army dependent 
housing would eliminate the rental of some of their substandard off post 
housing by Army personnel. Mr. Wilbur Clark—and you just heard a 
letter of his read—chairman of the Army advisory committee and a 
past president of the chamber of commerce, and Mr. Charles Warren, 
the vice chairman of the Fayetteville Army advisory committee, a 
past president of the Fayetteville Chamber of Commerce and currently 
on the board of directors of the chamber of commerce are present in the 
committee room and are prepared to further elaborate on this subject 
if so requested by you. 
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Mr, Chairman, I understand that certain information has been sub- 
mitted to you, in good faith, pertaining to the effects of the construction 
of 367 additional Capehart housing on the economy of Fayetteville, 
N.C. I would like to clarify some of that information. 

First, you have been told that the vacancy rate in civilian rental 
housing in Fayetteville would jump to nearly 7 percent upon comple- 
tion of the 1,500 Capehart housing units, presently being constructed 
or already completed at Fort Bragg. 

Mr. Chairman, I must point out that one of the requirements for 
the original authority to construct the 1,500 Capehart units is that I 
must close out the on-post substandard housing which has been in use 
at Fort Bragg, on the post, which are these old converted barracks 
where the soldiers and officers were living. 

There are 1,561 such sets of quarters. Of that number, 907 have 
oo completely closed and the buildings disposed of through pub- 
ic sale. ° 

Mr. Arenps. General, excuse me. Nine hundred and some out of 
how many have been closed ? 

General Stnx. 907 out of 1,561. The rest of them are in the 
process, sir. 

Of the remaining 654 only 250 are occupied and those occupants 
will be moved by August 1 this year. The net result of acquiring 
1,500 sets of Capehart housing and closing 1,561 on-post substandard 
quarters is a net loss or deficit of 61 sets of quarters. In this connec- 
tion I must point out that current plans for the modifications of our 
recently acquired Wherry housing project will result in the loss of 
an additional 144 sets. 

Mr. Chairman, of the 2,000 sets of Wherrys that we have on the 
post there, only 100 meet the criteria established by you gentlemen 
for a sergeant—only 100 out of 2,000. The rest of them are too small 
even for a sergeant, and we have colonels living in them. 

The CuHarmman. How much is the average cost on restoring the 
Wherry houses ¢ 

Colonel Sympou. Mr. Chairman, I am Colonel Symbol, Chief of 
the Family Housing Division, Department of the Army. Our Army 
average is running less than $2,000. 

The Cuatrman. Good. Go ahead, General. 

General Srnx. Our net loss there, Mr. Chairman, is 205 sets of 
quarters, rather than 61. 

On numerous occasions, these facts have been made known to the 
local citizens and interested groups. 

Secondly, you have been told that there is “evidence” that the va- 
cancy rate would go even higher if additional housing units are built 
at Fort Bragg. Mr. Chairman, 1 year ago there were 6,986, as 
against the 6,081 military families of my command living in private 
rental, off-post housing in the Fayetteville-Fort Bragg area. As of 
May 1 this year, there were 6,986 military families of my command 
living in private rental, off-post housing. This represents an increase 
in 1 year of 905 families who are living in the off-post private hous- 
ing. This in spite of the fact that we have completed and occupied 
1,085 sets of Capehart units. 

Thirdly, reference was made to the decline of personnel at Fort 
Bragg. During the past year there has been a decline of only 1,300 
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in our military personnel strength. We have about 27,000 there, sir. 
And during the last year we have lost only 1,300. In spite of the fact 
of this slight decline in strength, the number of families living off- 
post has increased by 905. 

Fourthly, you were advised that there are 541 vacant houses for 
rent and adequate for occupancy in the Fayetteville area. It is inter- 
esting to note, and perhaps coincidental that the figure of 541 is the 
same as that given to the Department of Defense housing surve group 
who visited Fayetteville in January 1958, when Secretary Bryant’s 
committee made the investigation down there. 

Mr. Chairman, I would be remiss if I did not point out that on 
May 23, 1958, the commander, Pope Air Force Base, addressed a 
letter to the president of the Fayetteville Board of Realtors, request- 
ing a listing of 120 adequate homes available for rental to Air Force 
families who are to be moved with a squadron being transferred to 
Pope Air Force Base. Another squadron or so is moving into Pope 
Field. So far they have heard nothing from that letter. So if these 
people are really hurting, that is, if the realty people were really 
hurting down there, they should have snapped onto that and given 
them a list of these houses that they claim are for rent. 

My billetting officer has made numerous representations to the 
Fayetteville Board of Realtors to get an up-to-date listing of the 
houses so when we don’t have the houses on the post, as we do not, 
we can refer them to this realty board so they can go and find them- 
selves a house. Such a list has not been provided. 

I am sure that you and your committee are interested in knowing 
that 1 year ago there were 1,020 military personnel, who were heads 
of families, stationed at Fort Bragg without their families, and who 
stated that they would like to bring their families to the Fayetteville- 
Fort Bragg area if they could find adequate civilian rental property. 
As of May 1, 1958, that figure had increased to 1,530. 

In other words, the 1,530 Army families would like to move into 
the Fort Bragg area, into the civilian community, if they had ade- 
quate housing. 

Mr. Chairman, this requirement plus the Pope Air Force Base 
requirement for 120 houses which apparently cannot be covered by 
the Fayetteville real estate people—l would like to say that we and 
Secretary Bryant certainly Xo not consider that they have 541 vacant 
homes for rent and adequate for occupancy. 

To the contrary, it would appear from the facts I have just re- 
counted, that even if there was a current availability of 541 houses, 
there would still be a requirement for over 1,000 houses which cannot 
be covered by the civilian economy even after construction of our 
additional 367 Capehart units. 

Mr. Chairman, I am sure that you and each member of your com- 
mittee are fully aware of the importance of morale to a military or 
civilian organization. The importance of the morale of the Strac 
force, for which I am responsible, cannot be overemphasized. An- 
other step in the direction of improving that morale is the provision 
of adequate family housing. It is because of my sincere interest 
in the well-being of our Army that I again want to thank you for the 
opportunity of appearing before you and I request that you give 
favorable consideration to the additional Capehart housing which is 
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so urgently required at Fort Bragg. They in effect are not additional. 
You already approved it years ago. 

I would like to, if you would permit, for Mayor Herndon of Fay- 
etteville to say a few words, sir. 

The Cuarrman. I am going to ask the mayor to testify next. I 
want to thank you, General, very much. You brought the committee 
very important information that will enable us to reach a proper de- 
cision, I hope. Thank you very much, General. 

General feieic Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Let the mayor come around. Mr. Herndon, will 
you please come around. 

Mayor Hernpvon. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuamman. Now, Mr. Herndon, you just heard the command- 
ing officer state that there would be 1,500 families, Army personnel 
families, move to that area if there were available houses. That is a 
pretty strong statement, that you people down there are not trying to 
take care of the military personnel as you should and as other com- 
munities are trying to do. 

Mayor Hernpon. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, Fayetteville has 
grown immensely. It has been one of the fastest-growing cities in 
North Carolina and the United States since 1940. 

Most of the housing has been built for sales. Most of the real-estate 
people have built housing for sales. Consequently, you don’t find 
too many adequate houses available for rent. 

The substandard is catching up with the property owners there in 
Fayetteville and I think that is s the biggest contention. 

I would like to make a statement, Mr. Chairman and gentlemen. 

I am George B. Herndon, mayor of the city of Fay etteville, N. C. 
From 1940 to 1950 the population of Fayetteville doubled. 

Fort Bragg, N. C., was responsible for this increase. The economy 
of Fayetteville depends upon Fort Bragg and Pope Air Force Base 
and the opinion of the majority of the people in Fayetteville is that 
the more facilities at Fort Bragg the better the economy will be for 
all of the people of the Fayetteville community—directly and in- 
directly. 

Mr. Norsiap. What is the population of Fayetteville? 

Mayor Hernpon. 48,500 at present. The present population is 
48,500 and by 1960 it is estimated to be over 50,000. 

Mr. Wrysreap. Mr. Chairman, I understand you to say it doubled 
from 1940 to 1950? 

Mayor Hernpon. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Winsteap. What was the population in 1940 and what was it 
in 1950? 

Mayor Hernpon. In 1940 it was 17,000—less than 18,000. 

The Cuairman. This camp was established back in 1917. I re- 
member quite well when it was established. [ Laughter. ] 

Mayor Hernvon. Inasmuch as both the commander—inasmuch as 
the commander of Fort Bragg and the commanding general of Third 
Army feel that a housing project is justified at Fort Bragg and is in 
accordance with Department of Defense criteria, I personally feel 
that the community should impose no objections. 

Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, I thank you for permitting me to 
make this statement. 











The CuairmMan. Thank you very much, Mr. Mayor. 

Now, the next witness is Mr. Charles Warren, past president of the 
chamber of commerce and vice president, or vice chairman, of the 
military advisory committee. 

Mr. Warren. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuamman. Make your statement and tell us about the houses 
down there. 

Mr. Warren. Mr. Chairman and members of the committee, I am 
Charles E. Warren, of Fayetteville, N. C., past president of the Fay- 
etteville Chamber of Commerce and currently a member of the board 
of directors. 

Last year the board of directors passed a resolution asking the 
Department of Defense to make a survey of the housing needs at Fort 
Bragg, N. C., in relation to the available community support. We 
felt that this survey should be made by an impartial group since there 
was so much controversy. 

In January of this year, a three-man team from the Department of 
Defense was sent to Fayetteville to make this survey and they were 
assisted by the Fayetteville Chamber of Commerce and members of 
the Fayetteville Board of Realtors. 

The results of this survey clearly indicated the need for the proposed 
housing project at Fort Bragg, N. C., which I personally feel is justi- 
fied, 

Thank you for permitting me to make this statement. 

The Cuatrman. Thank you very much. 

Now, the next witness is Mr. Wilbur Clark. 

Mr. Kircury. May I ask Mr. Warren a question, please ? 

The Cuarrman. Yes. 

Mr. Krrcutn. Mr. Warren, I understand you are a member of the 
board of directors of the present chamber of commerce in Fayetteville. 

Mr. Warren. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Krrcutn. There was the statement made, I think, that was fur- 
nished to Mr. Herndon and contained in his letter to the chairman, that 
there were 754 members of the chamber to whom ballots were allegedly 
sent. 

Mr. WarkeEN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Krircutn. Now, there has been some statement made here this 
morning that 773, I believe, members of the board—is that correct? 
Ts that the correct membership ? 

Mr. Warren. 773 members of the Fayetteville Chamber of Com- 
merce. 

Mr. Kircuin. Now, of the 773 members to whom allegedly ballots 
were sent, how many were actually returned ? 

Mr. Warren. Ballots were returned by 263 members; 195 voted 
against, building the housing and 68 voted in favor of it. 

Mr. Kircnin. Now, in the letter from Mr. Wilbur Clark to Mr. 
Stein, the present president of the chamber, that Mr. Kelleher read a 
few moments ago, a statement was made that there now exists a multi- 
ple system of v oting within the chamber itself; is that correct? 

Mr. Warren. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kircurn. I assume that that means that according to the paid-in 
membership, a member will have 1, 2, 3, or 4 or some number of votes. 

Mr. Warren. Yes, sir. 
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Mr. Kircuin. What is the maximum of votes that a member can 
have under the present multiple system ? 

Mr. Warren. I. believe it is five. 

Mr. Krrcutn. So of the 195 votes that were cast against this par- 
ticular 367 units, does that mean there were 195 members or 195 votes 
under the multiple system ? 

Mr. Warren. That I do not know, sir. 

Mr. Krrcntn. Well, is it reasonable to assume that some of those 
195 votes did possess the multiple quality indicated by their paid-in 
membership ? 

Mr. Warren. It could. I am not for sure about that. 

Mr. Kircnin. Of the 195 votes that were cast against the units, 
considering the total membership of 773, that constitutes about 25 
percent, does it not? 

Mr. Warren. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kitrcutn. Now, do you have a copy of the ballot that was sent 
to the membership ? 

Mr. Warren. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Krrcntn. Do you have it with you? 

Mr. Warren. Yes, I do. 

Mr. Kircuin. May I see it a moment? 

Mr. Warren. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Kircutn. Mr. Chairman, before I ask this question you will 
recall in the record there is some criticism by me in the interrogation of 
the colonel when he was testifying as to the method and manner of 
obtaining statistical information as to the adequacy or inadequacy of 
certain units in a questionnaire that was forwarded from the command 
at Bragg. 

I am asking this question to clarify that particular interrogation 
somewhat, to the extent that it is the pot calling the kettle black in 
my opinion. 

I would like to read this last paragraph in the ballot that was 
forwarded to the membership: 

The board of directors of your chamber of commerce deems it advisable to 
obtain an impression from each member concerning this matter. Please indicate 
by a “yes” or “no” whether you approve or disapprove the units being con- 
structed at Fort Bragg. Only signed ballots recorded at the chamber office 
before noon on Wednesday, April 30, 1958, will be counted. 

Now, Mr. Warren, I would like to ask this question. In indicating 
a “yes” or “no” on this ballot, does it mean “yes, I approve,” or “yes, I 
disapprove,” and in indicating a no on the ballot does it mean “no, 
I approve,” or “no, I don’t approve”? [Laughter. ] 

I assume there is no answer to that question, is there? 

Mr. Warren. Right. [Laughter. | 

The Cuarrman. Thank you very much, Mr. Warren. 

Mr. Warren. Thank you. 

(The document referred to follows:) 

FAYETTEVILLE CHAMBER OF COMMERCE, 
Fayetteville, N. C., April 24, 1958. 
To All Members, Fayetteville Chamber of Commerce ; 


Following is an excerpt from a letter written by Floyd S. Bryant, Department 
of Defense, to Congressman Alton B. Lennon, dated April 11, 1958. 

“The full report on our survey of housing conditions in the Fort Bragg-Fayette- 
ville area is now complete, and we believe that there is a need for only 367 








additional Capehart housing units rather than the 1,060 units which were pre- 
viously under consideration, In order to avoid undue delay, a line item for this 
number of units has been approved for inclusion in the military construction 
authorization bill which will be presented soon to the Armed ®ervices Committees 
of the Congress. Although I am convinced that the project is justified from any 
point of view, I am prepared, as we agreed in my office on January 8, to discuss 
the entire matter of the survey and our decision with you and Mr. Stein of the 
Fayetteville Chamber of Commerce, if you so desire.” 

The board of directors of your chamber of commerce deems it advisable to 
obtain an expression from each member concerning this matter. Please indicate 
by a “yes” or “no” whether you approve, or disapprove, these units being: con- 
structed at Fort Bragg. Only signed ballots recorded at the chamber office 
before noon (12 o’clock) on Wednesday, April 30, 1958, will be counted. 


The Cuarrman. Now, let’s hear from Mr. Clark. He is the chair- 
man of the military advisory committee. 

Mr. Crark. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Clark, have you any statement you want to 
submit ? 

Mr. Cuark. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarman. Can you answer Mr. Kitchin’s question ¢ 

Mr. Crark. I don’t believe so. That is sort of an all-inclusive ques- 
tion about when did you stop beating en wife, sir. 

The CHarrMan. All right. Go ahead, now, and make your state- 
ment. 

Mr. Cxiarx. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, I am deeply sensible of 
the responsibility and the honor which I have to appear before this 
committee and its chairman who have, for so many years, faithfully 
and with great distinction advanced and helped to administer the 
security of our country through adequate and proper provision for 
our Armed Forces. 

I am here today to testify upon the matter of provision for addi- 
tional onpost housing for military personnel at Fort Bragg, the great 
base which is adjacent to my city of Fayetteville, N.C. 

Two years ago, as president of the Chamber of Commerce of Fay- 
etteville, I had the honor to appear before this same committee upon 
this same matter. After that hearing, I had hoped that the matter 
was settled. 

The files of the testimony at that time will reveal that I was then 
able to report to the committee that we had held a vote of the 
members of the Chamber of Commerce of Fayetteville upon the matter 
of supporting the request of Fort Bragg and Pope Air Force Base 
for additional onpost housing, and that the result of that vote was a 
solid majority opinion of the members of the chamber of commerce to 
support Fort Bragg and Pope Air Force Base in such request. It is 
significant that the vote at that time was taken in an atmosphere of 
objectivity and complete friendliness. 

ow, regrettably, there has been a change in the atmosphere. The 
several progressions and regressions of the authorization, and the 
amount of authorization, for such additional housing at Fort Bragg 
and Pope Air Force Base since 2 years ago has had a most deteriorating 
effect, not only upon this subject itself, but upon good relations between 
our civilian community and our military community and within our 
civilian community itself. 
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This is attested by the fact that there has recently been another poll 
of the members of the chamber of commerce upon the most recent pro- 
posal for such onpost housing, in a much reduced amount, which poll 
found a majority of the members voting on the proposal opposed to 
ns | further onpost housing at our military community. 

he result is that our responsible commanding officers of our nearby 
military installation, and their superiors are no further toward their 
goal of adequate onpost housing than they were 2 years ago, and our 
civilian community is gravely disturbed and divided upon the matter. 

In this situation, I come today to speak as the chairman of the Fay- 
etteville Army Advisory Committee. In this capacity, and asa citizen 
of my community which is really a joint civilian-military community, 
I think that the thing of first importance is to have a decision reached in 
this matter at the highest possible level at the earliest possible moment. 

In the extensive study of the need for onpost housing in our area 
over the past several years, the most significant single fact. is that the 
succession of commanding officers for the past 10 years at Fort Bragg 
have, without exception, felt and declared to their superiors, and 
through them, to the Congress and this committee of the Congress, a 
strong need for more onpost housing. 

Much of said housing for military personnel has, during this decade, 
been built, however, the flexible and growing requirements of the pro- 
per defense of our country, and the training for such defense, have 
continued to raise opportunity and need for further housing units and, 
in the responsible opinion of these commanding officers, called for fur- 
ther onpost housing. 

This brings me to the second significant point, as I see the matter, 
to be made in this committee’s decision of recommendation upon fur- 
ther onpost military housing. 

That point is that this committee must reply upon the honest and 
capable men in the Department of Defense of the United States and 
the commanders down the line to and including the commanding 
officer of Fort Bragg for earnest and sincere recommendations an 
specific specifications for needed housing. 

Only these commanding officers and these officials can know the re- 
quirements, both present and future. 

Such commanding officers and such officials have, upon evidence and 
conditions satisfactory to them, made specific and definite earnest 
recommendations in this regard. 

That being so, it seems to me that contrary recommendations, or 
divided opinions, or opposing votes by our civilian community, not 
based upon specific evidence and alternative recommendations to this 
committee, can only continue our local turmoil, extend the inaction in 
this matter, and possibly imperil arrangements for adequate training 
of the forces assigned to Fort Bragg in the interest of national defense. 

It seems to me basic that our Government, which is to say all of our 
people, definitely undertake to provide for the officers and men of our 
armed services those fundamental necessities that have always been 
associated with the forces recruited to defend a free people, namely, 
food, clothing, medical services and shelter. 

In short, we are talking about the basic necessity of shelter for the 
young men of the Armed Forces of the United States, and their fam- 
ilies, who are assigned for training and duty to the Fort Bragg area. 
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Their responsible commanding officers, for a decade have found and 
declared to the Department of Defense, through area commands, that 
more onpost housing is needed. 

This committee has previously so found. In the absence of evi- 
dence, to be judged by this committee, that such housing is not needed, 
a decision to provide it should, it seems to me, be forthcoming forth- 
with. 

In summary and conclusion, therefore, for the cause of defense 
and for the good cause of continued good relations within our civilian 
community and between it and our military community, I do most 
sincerely urge that this committee make, at the earliest possible mo- 
ment, a comprehensive and final decision of alaenan upon 
this matter which decision, I am sure, with the force and authority 
of this committee, can quickly be translated into accomplishment. 

The Cuarrman. Thank you very much, Mr. Clark. 

Mr. Crark. Thank you, sir. 

Mr. Reece. Mr. Chairman, could I ask one question ? 

The CHarrMan. Yes. 

Mr. Rerce. I live just on the other side of the mountain from Fay- 
etteville, and since Tyson McGee Air Force Base is being closed, I 
wonder if that segment of the chamber of commerce and the real- 
estate board there would join me in an effort to have Pope Air Force 
Base moved over tomy side? [Laughter.] 

I would hope not, sir, Congressman Reece. 

The Cuatrman. Thank you, very much. 

Now, members of the committee—— 

Mr. Winsteap. Mr. Chairman, may I ask one question ? 

The CuarrmMan. Yes. 

Mr. Crark. Yes, Congressman. 

Mr. Wrinsteap. What is your profession at the present time ? 

Mr. Crark. Well, I am sort of unemployed, Congressman. I was 
in pemnew of my own for nearly 17 years, and some 18 months ago 
I sold it. 

Mr. Winsreap. What is the profession of the present president of 
the chamber of commerce ? 

Mr. Ciark. A merchant, sir. 

Mr. Wrinsteap. Merchant, 

Mr. Ciark. A department store owner. 

The Cuarrman. Now, members of the committee, we have Congress- 
man Lennon here this morning. 

Congressman, you want to make any statement in response to the 
witnesses from Fayetteville ? 

Mr. Lennon. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee, I, 
too, like you, would like to join in welcoming the distinguished com- 
mander of Fort Bragg and these other distinguished citizens from 
Fayetteville, which is a part of the Seventh Congressional District 
of North Carolina. 

Before I proceed, Mr. Chairman, I would like for Congressman 
Kitchin to read the letter that was sent to Mr. Bernard Stein by 
Mr. Wilbur Clark, and determine whether or not if Mr. Clark didn't 
object to the fact that the multiple system of voing was not permitted 
in this particular vote. 

Would you do that while I proceed ? 





Mr. Krrentn. Mr. Chairman, I think the gentleman is right, that he 
objected to the fact in the letter. ; 

Mr. Kelleher will get the letter in a moment. 

He objected to the fact that the multiple system was not used in the 
dissemination of these ballots, the theory being that in other balloting 
they had sent a member the number of ballots that his voting member- 
ship would sustain. 

Mr. Lennon. In other words, your line of questioning, then, would 
be out of order, would it not, Mr. Kitchin ? 

Mr. Krreutn. Well, Mr. Chairman, I will add this to my original 
comment. Probably we failed to ask the gentleman, Mr. Wilbur 
Clark, the question as to whether or not the ultimate method of count- 
ing the ballots was on the multiple system or by membership. 

I will be glad to recall him and ask him that question. 

Mr. Lennon. All right, I wish you would do that, so the members 
of the committee wouldn’t get the wrong impression from your line of 
questioning. 

Mr. Krrenty. All right. 

Mr. Lennon. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. Krrentn. May I interrupt and clear that just a moment ? 

Mr. Lennon. Yes. 

Mr. Krrenrn. Mr. Clark. 

Mr. Crark. Congressman, based on my objection and other opinions 
expressed to the board of directors on this matter, I understand the 
board of directors authorized that the ballots be determined calculated 
on both methods, and they came out approximately the same, strangely 
as it might seem. 

Mr. Krrenrn. All right. 

The Cuatrrman. Thank you, very much. 

Mr. CiarKk. But they did calculate it on the multiple voting system, 
but that was not the original intent. 

The Cuarrman. Now, Mr. Lennon, what have you to add this 
morning? 

Mr. Lennon. Mr. Chairman, I had the honor of appearing before 
this committee last Wednesday 

The CHatrman. Let there be order. 

Mr. Lennon (continuing). In connection with this same matter. 

The conclusion that you reached after hearing both the Department 
of Defense and the Army and myself was that a subcommittee ought 
to be appointed to make a further determination as to whether or not 
this line item should stay in the bill. 

I thought that was an excellent suggestion, and I regret that it 
was not put into effect, because I could see then what was about to 
happen. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I shan’t burden you long, except to say this: 
The records of the hearings of May 1956 clearly indicate that the 
Army did request of the Department of Defense the authorization 
of 2,000 Capehart units. 

The Department of Defense, according to the hearing records, 
declined that request and appeared before this committee in May 
of 1956, at which time, according to the hearing records, this com- 
mittee authorized the construction of 1,500 Capehart units at Fort 
Bragg. 
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I am sure if you will look at those records you will find that that 
will be the facts—those to be the facts. 

Let me say, Mr. Chairman, that last year—and I regret the neces- 
sity of developing this testimony that I am about to present to this 
committee—last year the Army again requested the Department of 
Defense for the authority to build the 500 additional units and 
requested that the Department of Defense again come to this com- 
mittee for that authorization, of the 500 units. 

The matter came to my attention through several segments of 
the economy of the Fayetteville—the realtors who had admittedly 
a selfish interest; the building and loan, and banks who loan to build; 
the building supply people; and many other segments of the Fay- 
etteville economy came to me about it. 

They said, “We want you to intercede and help us in our efforts 
to stop the possibility of the authorization of an additional 500 
Capehart units.” 

I said, “Gentlemen, I shan’t be in a position, if I can possibly avoid 
it, of attempting to represent 3 or 4 segments of the economy of the 
community. Now, if you gentlemen will go back and come through 
an organization which supposedly represents all of the segments 
of the economy of Fayetteville and Cumberland County, then I will 
take a position and a flat position on the basis of what your 
determination is.” 

That was the understanding and that was the agreement of the 
Chamber of Commerce of Fayetteville, which at that time had about 
754 members, that whatever position it took by its majority vote 
with respect to this authorization for an additional 500 units—that 
position I would take. 

It appears now that in spite of the rule of the majority—and we 
have that right, of course, as individuals, to vote and then if we 
lose to still continue the fight. 

Mr. Chairman, I have only this to say, and it certainly won’t do 
me any good. Because I have no pleasure in the position that I am 
taking. Personally, I want to say to this committee, frankly, that 
perhaps—and I don’t know the facts and I don’t believe this com- 
mittee can know the facts until it has a committee, an impartial com- 
mittee to go down at the Fayetteville level and determine for itself 
and then make its recommendations to this full committee. If that 
is done, I will be perfectly satisfied. 

But nevertheless I want to read to you, Mr. Chairman, the telegram 
that was addressed to yourself and to Congressman Kitchin and to 
Congressman Durham of North Carolina, and Congressman Rivers 
of South Carolina, who we understood was the chairman of the Real 
Estate Subcommittee of this committee. 

This telegram is dated June 5. And you have the same telegram. 

This organization has gone on record officially as being definitely opposed to 
additional Capehart housing units at Fort Bragg and Pope Air Base at the 


present time. 
J. Bernarp STEIN, 


President of the Fayetteville Chamber of Commerce. 
Let me say that Mr. Bernard Stein, the president of the chamber 
of commerce, personally would have liked for the vote to have been 
the other way. 
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Let me say that very likely, I would like for the vote to have been 
the other way. But nevertheless that isn’t the way it turned out. 

Now, I would like to read into the record, too, Mr. Chairman, a 
letter that I received yesterday from the president of the chamber of 
commerce, Mr. J. Bernard Stein, who over the telephone asked me 
to reiterate to this committee, again, its opposition to the construction 
of these 367 units at Fort Bragg. 

Now, that is the official position of the chamber of commerce. 

Now, this is a letter that is directed to me and with your permission 
I will read it into the record. It is from the Fayetteville Chamber 
of Commerce, dated June 21: 

Hon. ALTON LENNON, 
Member of Congress, House Office Building, 
Washington, D.C. 

Dear ALTON: In order that you might be in a better position to interpret the 
vote of the Fayetteville Chamber of Commerce relative to the proposed additional 
Capehart housing units for Fort Bragg-Pope Air Force Base, I am sending the 
results of our poll of membership on this subject on April 24— 


That was the date of the ballot— 


Ballots such as the sample attached were mailed to our members totaling 754. 
The membership returned 263 for counting, or approximately 35 percent. Of 
the ballots cast 195 or 74 percent, of the ballots returned and authenticated were 
opposed to additional housing units at this time. Sixty-eight ballots, or 26 
percent of the total ballots returned and authenticated, were in favor of the 
units. 

Frankly, I was surprised that we did not receive a greater number of returns 
on this ballot on such an important subject. 

Should you have any further questions concerning these figures, please do not 
hesitate to let me hear from you. 

Very cordially yours, 
J. BERNARD STEIN, 
President of the Fayetteville Chamber of Commerce. 
With acopy going to Maj. Gen. Robert F. Sink. 

I want to offer that for the record. 

The CuarrmMan. Put it in the record. 

Mr. Lennon. It is now in the record. 

And inasmuch as, Mr. Chairman, the ballot has already been put 
in the record by some other witness 
The Cuatrman. That is right. 

Mr. Lennon (continuing). It won’t be necessary for me to read 
that. 

Mr. Chairman, that is the extent of my testimony today. 

I get no pleasure in opposing anything in the world that the folks 
at Fort Bragg want. 

It is a tremendous military installation. 

I unfortunately was put in the position just last year of having to 
take a very strong position with respect, before one of your subcom- 
mittees, with regard to the PX exchanges. It put me in an awkward 
position, Mr. Chairman, that position and this position, with the 
armed services, and you know what they can do when they want to 
do it. They are very persuasive, if they want to be. 

I am simply here to say that I am attempting, as the best way that 
I can, to represent what I believe to be an honest organization, the 
chamber of commerce. I don’t like the inference that was made as to 
the way this election was conducted. 
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I know, Mr. Chairman, the integrity and character of that board 
of directors and the genera] membership of that great organization 
in Fayetteville, 

If that organization by 1-vote majority had voted to support public 
housing, this Capehart housing, I would have been here giving all 
that I could to do it, I believe in the will of majority. Some people 
apparently do not. 

Now, we get back to this fundamental question: How are we going 
to find out if there is a need, in the light of this conflicting testimony. 

And before I finish, I want to say that I received in this morning’s 
mail a certified copy of a copy of a resolution passed by the Board 
of County Commissioners of Cumberland County. 

With your permission, I will read it. It is dated June 23: 


RESOLUTION 
NortH CAROLINA, 
Oumberland County: 

It having been called to the attention of the Cumberland County Board of Com- 
missioners that the Federal Government, under the Capehart Housing Act, pro- 
posed to construct at Fort Bragg, N. C., 367 housing units in addition to those 
already constructed or are now in the process of construction ; 

Resolved, That this board go on record as opposing construction of any addi- 
tional units at this time and concur with the vote of the members of the Fayette- 
ville Chamber of Commerce in its opposition to these additional units. 

This, the 19th day of June 1958. 


This is to certify that the above is a true and correct copy of a resolution of 
the board of county commissioners adopted by the said board on the occasion of 
a meeting held June 23, 1958, and the same is of record in minute book No. 8 of 
the board. 








Chairman, Board of Cumberland County Commissioners. 
Attest: 








Clerk to the Board of Cumberland County Commissioners. 


I have another letter, dated June 23, Mr. Chairman, received from 
Mr. J. W. Pate, Jr., a member of the city council of the city of Fayette- 
ville, Ishall read it: 


I am writing this letter as the result of a telephone call from my good friend 
Homer Barrett, president of the Fayetteville Board of Realtors. Mr. Barrett’s 
call to me was prompted by a call he received late this afternoon from the Wash- 
ington office of the national board of realtors to the effect that at tomorrow’s 
hearing before the House Armed Services Committee the Honorable George 
Herndon, mayor of Fayetteville, would testify regarding proposed Capehart 
housing at Fort Bragg, N. C. 

The only purpose of my letter is to advise you that the Fayetteville city council 
has not during the past 12 months considered this matter. Further, that the only 
time the council ever considered this matter they refused to express an opinion on 
the matter. In short, the Fayetteville city council has always, and still does, 
maintained a hands-off attitude on the matter of Capehart housing. 

If Mayor Herndon chooses to testify in behalf of Capehart housing (and it is 
my personal opinion that he is neutral in the matter) I wish to make clear that 
he does it as a private citizen of the community and that his testimony does not 
carry the considered opinion of the official governing body of the city of Fayette- 
ville. 

My personal thanks to you for the splendid job you continue to do in behalf 
of the entire Seventh District and with all good wishes, I remain, 

Yours truly, 
J. W. Patz, Jr. 
City Councilman, Fayetteville, N.C. 


20066—58—No. 86-49 
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Another letter, Mr. Chairman, dated June 23, 1958, addressed to the 
witness: 

It is my understanding that Mr. George Herndon, mayor of Fayetteville, is in 
Washington to appear at a hearing before the House Armed Services Committee, 
regarding proposed Capehart housing at Fort Bragg, N. C. 

This letter is written to inform you that any opinion that he may express 
before this committee is his own personal opinion and not that of the City 
Council of Fayetteville. 

Please except my thanks for the splendid job that you are doing for our entire 
Seventh District. 

Yours very truly, 
CHARLES R. DAWKINS, 
Mayor Pro Tempore, City Councilman, Fayetteville, N. 0. 

I have a telegram dated today, June 24, from George W. Kistler, 

another member of the City Council of F ayetteville: 


Mayor Herndon acting on own. Not by authority of city council. 


The Cuarrman. Well, from those letters you are reading, it looks 
like you are going to have a nice little old local fuss about this 
situation. 

Mr. Lennon. Well, it isan unfortunate situation. 

The Cuamman. One thing about it, Congressman Lennon, I never 
want to be instrumental in pushing anything on a local community. 

Yes, I know ahout Fort Bragg. Asa matter of fact—— 

Mr. Lennon. I think your brother was down there at one time. 

The Cuarman. As a matter of fact, back in 1917, when it was 
established, my brother was detailed down there in handling all the 
transportation in the building of the camp and he lived there. 

Mr. Lennon. Yes. 

The Cuatrman. So I know all about that. 

So if you people do not want it there, there are other places in the 
country here—you know, there is nothing so outstanding from a mili- 
tary standpoint that you cannot alw ays substitute. 

But to get the record straight, this is a part and parcel of the origi- 
nal application of 2,000 houses; is that not correct ? 

Mr. Lennon. It is a part and parcel of the original application of 
the Army to the Department of Defense for 2,000. 

The Curran. That is right. They came before this committee 
and convinced this committee, just like the people did at Fort Ben- 
ning—there was a protest at that time and there has been a protest 
ever since. 

Anyhow, the committee, after a hearing, authorized 2,000 units. 

This whole matter, members of the committee, would not be before 
us today had it not been for that provision put in the bill which 
requires line items. As far as the committee is concerned, we settled 
it 2 or 3 years ago. 

As they made all these contracts prior to that line-item law, it would 
not be here before us. 

The other day when you were testifying you called attention to what 
you had been advised Mr. Bryant said. 

Mr. Lennon. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. And that did raise a doubt in my mind and in the 
other members’ minds. Mr. Becker and others asked questions about 
it. So TI said it might be wise to have a subcommittee go look into it. 
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Well, we looked into it ourselves. I got the record in this case and 
began to study it. 

I said there is no need to have a subcommittee. Let us have these 
people down there come here and give the facts, and from the facts 
submitted, in my opinion, it warrants the committee standing exactly 
where it stood 2 years ago, which was that 2,000 units should be built. 
And these 364 are a part and parcel of the original 2,000 units. 

So I think the committee is sound in offering a committee amend- 
ment to this bill on the floor of the House and we will debate it on the 
floor of the House. 

Mr. Lennon. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. Brooxs. Mr. Chairman, before you close this thing—— 

Mr. Lennon. I would like your permission 

— Brooks. I want to ask the Congressman something. May I ask 

ou 
, Mr. Lennon. Yes, of course. 

Mr. Brooks. What is your personnel there at the military base? 

Mr. Lennon. I think the general answered that, Mr. Brooks, as I 
recall it, with a statement as to what the figures were. I do not recall 
exactly what he said in his testimony. 

Mr. Brooxs. I did not hear the general refer to the size of the per- 
sonnel. 

Mr. Arenps. He did. 

The Cuatrman. Twenty-seven thousand. 

Mr. Brooks. No. He said that was during the war. 

The CuHarmman. No; 27,000 down there now. 

Mr. Brooks. Let us ask the general there, now. 

The Cuarrman. General, or any Army people can tell us the mili- 
tary personnel down there now. 

General Stnx. Twenty-seven thousand people, sir; military. 

Mr. Brooks. Now, what is the size of the airbase there in personnel ? 

General Stnx. They have 10 percent—they have about 3,000, or 
2,700 people, sir. 

Mr. Brooks. There would be about 30,000 military personnel ? 

General Stink. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. I move that the committee—— 

Mr. Lennon. Mr. Chairman, would you permit me to make one 
request ? 

Mr. Arenps. Let me say one thing to my colleague. 

The Cuatrman. Yes. 

Mr. Arenps. Off the record. 

(Further statement off the record. ) 

Mr. Lennon. I recognize that, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuatrman. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Lennon. I would like to say this to you, sir: There are three 
other gentlemen here who are members of the chamber of commerce 
who came here at their own expense and were not flown here by the 
Army to testify, who would like to make a statement, put a short 
statement in the record. 

The Cwarrman. I think the Army did the right thing in flying 
them down. 

Mr. Lennon. I have no objection to that. That is done every day. 

The Cuarrman.: Because they must do everything they can to take 
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care of the personnel. I will certainly ask the Army to fly them back. 

Mr. Lennon. If not, I will be glad to pay their way. 

The Cuatrman. In a separate plane? 

Wait a minute. Time is running out. I will be glad to hear these 
gentlemen. 

Mr. Lennon. Thank you. 

The Cuatrman. I must ask the committee to vote on this bill. 

Mr. Lennon. All right,sir. I understand. 

The Cuarrman. Who are the gentlemen? You gentlemen? 

Mr. Lennon. Mr. David L. Goodwin. 

The Cuamman. Come around, Mr. Goodwin. 

Mr. Lennon. Mr. Paul H. Thompson and Mr. Homer Barrett. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Mr. Lennon. If you would give them the opportunity to make a 
short statement. 

Mr. Brooxs. Mr. Chairman, while these men are coming forward 
here, what is the rush to dispose of this matter today ? 

The CuHatrman. Well 

Mr. Brooks. That can be placed in the bill at any time and it can 
be placed in a separate bill. 

: ere is the Congressman from that district and a very able man 
ere. 

The CuarrmaNn. Very able. 

Mr. Brooxs. That is making a statement against this housing. 
Why stampede this committee with a motion here, as the chairman has 
just given us, today? Why not give this fair consideration here? 

Give the colleague here from North Carolina, his recommendations, 
the consideration that they are entitled to receive. 

The Cuarean. I will say, Mr. Brooks, we had the pleasure of hav- 
ing his testimony the other day. We are affording everybody a fair 
opportunity to present their views. But I was hoping that the com- 
mittee might reach a decision in regard to it. Then it would be 
offered as a committee amendment, because it could not go in the bill 
when we introduced the bill the other day. 

I do not think the distinguished gentleman from North Carolina 
will share your views that he is being stampeded at all. We are not 
stampeding him. We do not want to stampede him or anybody else. 

Now, let us hear these witnesses. 

Mr. Lennon. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. To see if we can act on this bill and get it on the 
floor of the House. Because we must bear in mind that time is run- 
ning out on all our legislative program. Now, what is your name? 

Mr. Barretr. Thank you, Mr. Chairman. My name is Homer 
Barrett, president 

The Cuamman. Sit right down, Mr. Barrett, and tell us what you 
want about building these 367 Capehart houses. 

Mr. Barrett. I am president of the Fayetteville Board of Realtors 
and some reference has been made here today about the fact that we 
are not cooperating with the Army and with Pope Field, particularly 
the Air Force, in taking the 120 families that have been assigned to 
our community. 

The Fayetteville Board of Realtors did answer the letter on June 
4. And I have a copy of it with me, if that would be of any interest 
to the committee. 















7795 


The Cuarrman. Put it in the record. 

Mr. Barrerr. We certainly will do that, sir. 

These airmen have started coming into our community and we are 
taking care of them. I personally have a number of quite adequate 
vacancies in our company and I am certain that all of the other 
realtors do, too. We have letters to support that. 

The Cuarrman. What have you to say with regard to the state- 
ment made by the General that some 1,500 Army personnel would like 
to move to Fayetteville but they have no houses for them ? 

Mr. Barrerr. Mr. Chairman, the only statement that I can make on 
that, sir, is that for some time, as the Department of Defense survey 
team found and as we know, we have had adequate vacancies in our 
community, which have been advertised in the newspaper. The result 
of the survey, Mr. Chairman, showed that over 60 to 70 percent of 
the rental units in our community are individually owned. They 
are not in the hands of real estate agents. And this liaison that has 
been requested between the Army and the Air Force and the board of 
realtors is now being discussed and is being set up. 

We have met with the members of the billeting office from Fort 
Bragg and members of the dependents’ assistance office at Pope Field. 

And my answer to General Kershaw pointed out that we were un- 
dergoing these series of meetings and that we felt that we would 
beyond the shadow of a doubt be able to take care of the Air Force 
personnel that were coming into our community. 

Mr. Arenps. Was the list ever prepared for the General? As the 
testimony developed this morning, a request was made to the realtors 
to prepare a list of the vacancies throughout the area. Was that ever 
done? 

Mr. Barrerr. That is the crux of the meetings that are going on 
now. The problem, sir, is 

Mr. Arenps. When was that request made? 

Mr. Barrett. In the last of May. 

Mr. Arenps. When? 

Mr. Barrett. The last of May. 

Mr. Arenps. Never before that ? 

Mr. Barrett. Well, our evidence shows that the board of realtors 
has not been contacted; the housing committee of the chamber of com- 
merce. At one time the Army kept a man in the chamber of commerce 
office who looked after rental units. The problem, again, is getting 
a list of the individually owned units. 

Mr. Arenps. Are you saying that you want them to contact you 
about vacancies ¢ 

Mr. Barrett. No, sir. 

Mr. Arenps. Well 

Mr. Barrett. I am not, sir. 

Mr. Arenps. I wouldn’t think so. 

Mr. Barrett. Nosir. 

The Cuarrman. Now—— 

Mr. Winsreap. Mr, Chairman, in line with that, what is your pro- 
fession or position ? 

Mr. Barrett. I am a realtor, president of the board of realtors. 

Mr. Winsreap. Are you speaking for the board or for yourself this 
morning? 
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Mr. Barrett. I am speaking for both, sir, for the board of realtors 
and for myself. 

The Cuamman. Thank you very much, if you haven’t anything fur- 
ther to say. 

Mr. Barrett. One other point, Mr. Chairman. A lot has been said 
about adequate housing. The surveys—the only surveys that we have 
received copies of, that have been used by Fort b: .gg in determining 
whether or not a man thinks that he is living in un adequate house, 
contains such language as this: “Is your rental of suitable design and 
construction? Does it have adequate kitchen cabinets? Does it have 
an adequate sink? Does it have adequate water pressure? Adequate 
hot water? Adequate heating facilities? Adequate storage space?” 

Now, if I examined my house in light of all of the questions that 
come out in this survey, this 8- or 10-page survey, and I will dare say 
that if you gentlemen examined the housing accommodations that you 
have in light of your survey that is used, that in all probability I don’t 
have adequate storage space—— 

The Cuarrman. Yes, if you are paying $90 a month, you want your 
money’s worth. 

Mr. Barrett. That is true, sir. 

The Cuamman. And you want those things. And the rent has gone 
up, just like it has gone up in every other community where a military 
installation has been put. 

Mr. Barrett. I have two-bedroom brick houses at $75 per month, 
sir, new, in excellent condition. 

The Cuarrman. Allright. Thank you very much. 

Mr. Barrett. Thank you, sir. 
(The full statement is as follows :) 





























A Brier IN OPPOSITION TO CAPEHART HoUsEs AT Fort BRAGG AND Pore AiR BASE, 
N.C. 


BACKGROUND DATA 












January 1956—The Department of the Army and Department of Defense re- 
quested 2,000 housing units to be built under title VII (Capehart) at Fort Bragg, 
N.C. Anadditional 258 M. C. A. units were approved. 

May 15, 1956—The housing industry of Fayetteville, N. C., objected to additional 
onpost houses because of a vacancy rate higher than the national average, 
(Reference is made to full committee hearing on Capehart housing at Fort Bragg, 
N. C. Et. A. before the Committee on Armed Services, House of Representatives, 
Washington, D. C., Tuesday, May 15, 1956. 71066—No. 80-1.) 

As a result of the objection the Defense Department stated that 1,500 would 
be built and 500 withheld until a later date. 

December 1957—Department of Defense announced that a survey would be 
taken to determine if the remaining 500 Capehart houses were needed at Bragg. 
At the same time it was announced that 560 Capehart were being requested for 
Pope Air Base. Total units under consideration, 1,060. 

January 20-24, 1958—Survey team from Department of Defense, headed by 
Mr. Harlow Harvey, visited Fayetteville and Fort Bragg, N. C., to study housing 
conditions. 

April 1958—Department of Defense announced that the request for 1,060 houses 
had been cut to 367 as a result of the survey and a line item request made for 
367. 

May 6, 1958—Ballots were mailed to 754 members of the chamber of commerce 
for the purpose of determining if the membership thought any more Capehart 
houses should be built at Fort Bragg or Pope Air Base; The vote was in opposi- 
tion to additional houses. 

May 12, 1958—Mr. J. Bernard Stein, president, Fayetteville Chamber of Com- 
merce, conferred with Mr. Floyd 8S. Bryant, Assistant Secretary of Defense in 
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Washington, D. C., relative to the opposition of the chamber of commerce to addi- 
tional onpost houses. Mr. Stein also conferred with Congressman Alton Lennon 
and Mr. Jack Spain, administrative assistant to Senator Sam J. Ervin, Jr. 
Congressman Lennon attended the conference with Mr. Bryant, as did Mr. Homer 
Barrett, president, Fayetteville Board of Realtors. 


TESTIMONY 


The Fayetteville Board of Realtors, speaking for our housing industry and for 
the economic well-being of our community, declares that: 

1. The housing industry of the supporting community of Fort Bragg and 
Pope Air Force Base has met the demands for housing of both military and 
civilian families. 

2. That any additional Capehart houses at Fort Bragg or Pope Air Force Base 
would be immensely detrimental to the economic well-being of Fayetteville and 
surrounding community. 

3. That complete evidence to support this position is contained herein. 

A brochure has been filed with the Department of Defense in support of this 
position. Some of the evidence offered is as follows: 

1. Map showing the location of 541 vacant homes for rent and adequate for 
occupancy. Over 200 additional houses had been discarded as inadequate. 
Many of the 541 were new with 3 bedrooms. Complete data including photo- 
graphs were made available to the survey team. 

2. Chart showing declines of personnel at Fort Bragg and Pope Air Base. 

3. Chart showing how the Army asked for 7,500 rental houses under the title 
IX program in 1951. This number was reduced to 350, of which only 100 were 
occupied by military personnel. 

4, Letter written by Hon. Clyde R. Hoey, April 14, 1953 stating “* * * it 
would see from the information furnished us about the Fort Bragg section that 
ample facilities are available there.” 

5. Letter written by Hon. F. Ertel, Carlyle, July 9, 1954, stating “* * * 
have indicated that such a need does not exist for such additional houses there.” 

6. Evidence that none of the three housing agencies in Fayetteville had been 
approached by the Army regarding substandard houses—these agencies being: 

A. Chamber of commerce housing committee. 

B. Fayetteville-Fort Bragg Advisory Committee housing committee. 

C. Board of realtors. 

7. Bulletin signed by William W. Papis, captain, 631st Ordnance Company, 
Fort Bragg, February 16, 1956, stating: “At the present time, both public and 
Wherry housing are available in a limited number on Fort Bragg. It is desired 
that this housing be utilized if at all within the capabilities of those concerned.” 

8. Letter dated October 16, 1956, from Headquarters, Fort Bragg, signed by 
the acting assistant adjutant general, stating: “At the present time we have 
had no inquiries for accommodations of the type you have for rental. Record 
of your real estate however is maintained by the dependent housing office and 
will be given to personnel who desire to obtain family quarters in the vicinity 
of Fort Bragg.” 

The letter was to a local realtor that had written to the billeting office stating 
he had 2- and 3-bedroom homes for rent near Fort Bragg. The homes were 1 
and 2 years old and built under FHA and VA supervision with city water, paved 
streets, etc. 

9. Copy of an article in the March 2, 1957, issue of Army Times, stating: 
“There appears to be ample housing at Fort Bragg where most officers can get 
post quarters very quickly.” 

“About 6,000 soldier families live within a 15-mile radius of the post, where 
housing of all kinds is available immediately.” 

The article was the first in a series entitled “Family Housing—It’s getting 
better” and covered all Army installations. It gave the post billeting and in- 
formation officers as the source of information. 

10. Evidence that the vacancy rate among rental units in the supporting 
community was 4.9 at the time of the survey, January 20, 1958. The national 
average is less than 2 percent. 

11. Evidence that the vacancy rate would jump to nearly 7 percent upon com- 
pletion of the 1500 Capehart units presently being built. 

12. Evidence that the rate would go even higher if additional houses were built 
on post. 

In the face of such overwhelming evidence, one must ask, “How can the De- 
partment of Army and Defense ask for additional houses?’ You need only to 
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review the type questionnaire used in their survey to see how the conclusion 
that almost everyone, including you and I, lives in a substandard house. 

Most of the questions are based on opinion rather than some type of mini- 
mum standards. Questions such as: 

“(a) Is your rental of suitable design and construction * * * 

“(b) Does it have adequate kitchen cabinets? 

“(c) Does it have adequate sink? 

““(d) Does it have adequate water pressure? 

“(e) Does it have adequate hot water? 

“(f) Does it have adequate heating facilities? 

“(g) Does it have adequate storage space?” 
* * * and many more similar questions. 

Your attention is invited to exhibit No. 1 (Family Housing Questionnaire). 
It would be a unique family indeed that would find itself in an adequate home 
after filling in this type questionnaire. 

The housing industry of the Fayetteville community was told in 1956 that no 
family living in an adequate home offpost would be moved to any of the Cape- 
hart houses to be built onpost. A great quantity of families have been moved 
to Capehart housing from the supporting community. Additional families will 
have to move as the remainder of the 1,500 units under construction are com- 
pleted. 

How ean additional houses be requested when there are 4,400 less military 
families at Fort Bragg in 1958 than were in 1956, according to Department of 
Army figures. 


The 1956 Department of Army survey showed the number of married 












personnel at Fort Bragg requiring housing to be-__---_._--.----_--_- 15, 913 
The 1958 survey showed the family housing requirement to be_.-..--~.- 11, 515 













4, 398 


An examination of the two surveys reveals how additional houses are justified 
in 1958 in spite of the big reduction in the number of families to be housed. 

The 1956 Department of Army survey showed the number of married personnel 
living in adequate quarters offpost to be 6,264. 

The 1958 survey showed only 1,761. 

Adequate community support reduced by 4,503. 

Is it possible that while our vacancy rate was increasing because of the reduc- 
tion in troop strength that military families living offpost moved from adequate 
to inadequate quarters? 

Isn’t it unique that adequate community support was reduced by almost the 
same number as the reduction in the family housing requirement? 

The vacancy rate in the supporting community is too high now and our economy 
has been adversely affected. Every house built on post will move another family 
from the supporting community. Our economy will suffer even more if this is 
done. 

The Department of Army and the Department of Defense has stated time and 
time again that Capehart units will not be built if there is a possibility of 
adversely affecting the supporting community. (See Exhibit No. 2.) 

The housing industry of the supporting community to Fort Bragg and Pope 
Airbase, in light of all the evidence, requests that the line item for 367 houses be 
withdrawn and that no more on-post houses be built. 

Respectfully submitted. 


Family housing requirement reduced by_-..-------.----------~- 






















HoMER BARRETT, 
President, Fayetteville Board of Realtors. 







EXxuIsitT 1 


FAMILY HOUSING QUESTIONNAIRE 
(Use pencil if desired) 
(RCS-ABCGD-OT-18) 


The purpose of the questions listed below is to provide Department of the Army 
with sufficient information on which to base planning and justification for con- 
struction of family housing at Fort Bragg; also, for the purpose of reporting 
overall adequate family housing community support in the vicinity of Fort 
Bragg, N.C. It is desired that this questionnaire be answered to the best of your 
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knowledge. Married personnel living in Government quarters on post will com- 
plete Section I below only. 

Inclosure I—For married personnel who live in a house in Fort Bragg-Fayette- 
ville vicinity. 

Section I—To be completed by home owners only. 

Section II—To be completed by home renters only. 

Inclosure II—For married personnel who live in a trailer in Fort Bragg-Fayette- 
ville vicinity. 

Inclosure I1I—For married personnel whose families do not live in the vicinity 
of Fort Bragg-Fayetteville. 

SECTION I 


General Information To Be Answered by All Married Male Personnel 
(Please print) 


5; FRR ec wak | Vdemnceanenaneneands satis ceicenatieeas | aight cil statin 
Last First Middle ASN 
Tw) eT oe.  S8TR fc e Ware Organization 
saa ot ce hea arsed tha ot a la a et WOR incited He cbicnnciigereae 
Date Entered Active Duty Total Years Service 
) an an aoe Si hae Address of Residence of your Dependents = = 
(Street or RFC Nr) (City or if on Post, Area) (State) 

2. Number of Dependents (do not include yourself) : 
ae , ve ———- ideas Beil Relate eomenk Sibamen eletinbile 
Female... Ages ---- eden tla a enna wih 1 ‘alalie 

3. Do you: 

a. Live off post and travel to and work work? -___ Yes. ---. No. (If 


yes, complete Section II below and Inclosures 1 or 2, whichever is applicable. ) 
b. Do you live in BOQ or EM barracks, with your family away from the 


vicinity of Fort Bragg too far to commute daily to and from work? ____ Yes. 
_... No. (If yes, complete Inclosure 3, disregard Inclosures 1 and 2.) 
c. Do you live in government family quarters on post? __._. Yes ~--- No. 
SECTION II 


To Be Completed by All Married Male Personnel Who Live Off Post in the Fort 
Bragg-Fayetteville Vicinity 


1. Do you live ina (check one) : 
__... House (Complete Inclosure I) ? 
_... Trailer (Complete Inclosure II) ? 
2. Do you (check one) : 
_~.. Rent the house or trailer you live in? 
_._.. Own or are paying for the house or trailer you live in? 
3. Do you live within thirty (30) minutes traveling distance or within a fifteen 
(15) mile radius of Fort Bragg? -._-. Yes. ---. No. 
4. How long does it take you to travel to or from work? -._. Minutes (one 
way only). 
5. Approximately how many miles is it from your home to Fort Bragg? ~_-- 
Miles (one way only). 
INCLOSURE I 


To Be Completed by Personnel Owning or Buying a Home in Vicinity of Fort 
Bragg-Fayetteville Vicinity (Trailer Occupants Complete Inclosure II) 


Section I—To be completed by home owners only. 
Section II—To be completed by home renters only. 


SECTION I 


To Be Completed by Personnel Owning or Buying a Home in Vicinity of Fort 
Bragg-Fayetteville, North Carolina 


1. Is your home fully paid for? ____ Yes -_-_ No. 
2. If permanent on-post quarters had been made available, would you have 
purchased your home? __-_- Yes —---- No. 
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3. Did you buy your home because you could not get government quarters or 


4. Did you buy your home ie an inv estment ? a EI acne, Oy 

5. Do you plan to sell your home when you leave Fort Bragg? _.-. Yes ---- 
No. 

6. Did you buy your home because you plan to retire in this area? __.__ Yes 
rans 

7. What are your monthly expenditures? (a) Fixed monthly payments 
$_._.__; (b) Maintenance (12 Mo. average) $_-__; (c) Heat $__._; (d) Elec- 
tricity $..___; (e) Water $____; (f) Sewage $____; (g) Taxes (annual) $__-__; 
(h) Others $____; (i) Total Utilities; $____ (c,d, e, f,g,andh). Total monthly 
expenses $____. 

8. Are you provided with garbage pickup service? _.__. Yes —-__No. 

9. How many rooms are there in your home? ____; Bedrooms ____; Name other 


10. Do you consider your home to be of suitable design and construction for 
general livability and does it present a good appearance (interior and exterior) ? 
dei TE eres 

If no, give description why 


11. Does your home have: 

a. Individual kitchen ____ Yes -___ No. 

b. Adequate kitchen cabinets _.._ Yes ____ No. 

c. Adequate sink ____ Yes ____ No. 

d. Individual inside bathroom (not shared with another family) ._.. Yes 

sci SO 

e. Inside toilets _.._.Yes ~~. No. 

f. Adequate water pressure ____ Yes —____ No. 
4 Adequate supply hot and cold running water 

h. Adequate heating facilities _...Yes -— -__ No. 

. Adequate electric lights ____ Yes seaasonr en 

k. Safe electrical wiring _... Yes —___ No. 

1. Adequate floor space _.__._ Yes -_-- No. 
m. Finished floors _._.__ Yes -___ No. 

n. Finished exterior walls __..Yes —__~ No. 

o. Finished interior walls _...Yes —___ No. 

p. Finished ceiling __._.Yes — ___ No. 

q. Adequate storage space Di, capes ee 

12. Is your home weathertight or watertight? _._._. Yes 
explain : 


13. Do you consider your home structurally safe to live in? ____ Yes 

14. Does your bathroom door open directly into your living room? __.. Yes 
___. No; dining room? ___. Yes 

15. Does the main entrance of your bathroom open to a hall? _.._. Yes —__. No. 

16. Do you have to go through one bedroom to another? ____ Yes —- __~_ No. 

17. Is your home located near a sewage-disposal plant, waste dump, industrial 
exhaust or swampy stagnant tract present obnoxious odors; located near a 
railroad, heavy industrial shop buildings creating excessive noise, dust or hazard 
to you or your family? s _...No. (If yes, explain below.) 


18. Does the location of your home present extreme inconvenience and difficulty 
in daily commuting with respect to your duties? _._.. Yes --.. No. (If yes, 


INCLOSURE I 
SECTION II 


To Be Completed by Personnel Renting a Home (House) in Fort Bragg- 
Fayetteville Vicinity 


19. Do you live in: 
__..Anapartment house -_-~ Duplex. 
--~~ Individual home. 
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20. Is your home or apartment furnished? _... Yes ~_-~ No. 
21. What are your monthly expenditures? 


ce. Electricity $ 
d. Water $ 
e. Sewage $ 
f. Others $ 
g. Total utilities (b, c, d, e, f) $---__; Totals monthly expense $ 
22. How many rooms are there in your rental? ____; Bedrooms 
other rooms 
23. Is your rental of suitable design and construction for general liveability 
and does it present a good appearance? (interior and exterior) __._. Yes -~--~ No. 
If no, give description why 
24. Does your rental have: 
a. Individual kitchen? --.. Yes -_-. No. 
b. Adequate kitchen cabinets .... Yes ~-._ No. 
c. Adequate sink ____ Yes ____ No. 
d, Individual inside bathroom (not shared with another family) ~~~. 
08 oan OO 
. Inside toilets _.._. Yes -... No. 
. Adequate water pressure _.._. Yes ~.-. No. 
g. Adequate supply hot and cold running water -.._. Yes —~_.. No. 
. Adequate heating facilities _._._. Yes ~--. No. 
. Adequate electric lights ._... Yes ~~... No. 
j. Adequate electric outlets __._. Yes ~-_. No. 
. Safe electric wiring ..._. Yes —_-. No. 
. Adequate floor space and is it properly distributed? _._.. Yes ~_._ No. 
. Finished floors _... Yes ..-- No. 
. Finished exterior walls ____ Yes ____ No. 
o. Finished interior walls _._._. Yes -... No. 
p. Finished ceiling -_._._. Yes ~._. No. 
q. Adequate storage space __._. Yes __-- No. 
r. Adequate windows ---. Yes ~--- No. 
8. Cook stove .._.. Yes -... No. 
t. Refrigerator ____ Yes _.-- No. 
25. Do you pay extra for the use of cook stove, refrigerator, etc.? _.._. Yes 
No. If yes, give details 


, 


26. Are. you provided with garbage-pickup service? _._.. Yes - .._ No. 
. Is your rental weathertight or watertight? __.. Yes _-___ No. If no, explain 


Bag your bathroom door open directly into: 
Living room ___. Yes __-_ No. 
b Dining room ____ Yes ~_.- No. 
. Does the main entrance of your bathroom open to a hall? ~--. Yes —-_ 


31. Do you have to go through one bedroom to another?  __.. Yes ~._. No. 

82. Is your rental located near a sewage-disposal plant, waste dump, industrial 
exhaust or swampy stagnant tract presenting obnoxious odors; located near a 
railroad, heavy industrial shop buildings creating excessive noise, dust, or hazard 
to you or your family? ---. Yes -.__. No. (If yes, explain) 


33. Does the location of your rentai present extreme inconvenience and 
difficulty in daily commuting with respect to your duties? _... Yes ~~. 
If yes, explain a 
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INcLOSURE II 


This Inclosure To Be Completed by all Married Personnel Living in Trailers in 
Fort Bragg—Fayetteville Vicinity 


1. Is your trailer (check one): On post __-. Off post 

2. Are you (check one): Renting trailer __.._. Own (fully paid for) Paying 
for trailer (monthly payments) ? 

3. What are you paying for: Rent of trailer (if rental) $ 

4. What are the dimensions of your trailer in feet? ____ ft. long; -._-- ft. wide. 

5. How many rooms does your trailer have ? _... Name rooms and number 


6. Does your trailer have inside plumbing for : 
a. Kitchen facilities _...Yes -~-..- No. 
b. Bathroom ___. Yes —--~ No. 
c. Hot and cold water ____ Yes ---- No. 
7. If you own trailer or are paying for one, did you purchase the trailer ~~~ 
before or ____ after you arrived at Fort Bragg (check one). 
8. Do you consider your trailer adequate housing for you and your family? 
niche IA t= tc. 
9. Would you sell or rent out your trailer (owners only) if adequate housing 
would be provided on post? ____ Yes -~--- No. 
10. Did you buy your trailer because adequate on-post or off-post housing could 
not be found? ____ Yes —~___ No. 


IncLosvureE III 


To Be Completed by All Male Married Personnel Whose Families Do Not Live in 
- the Fort Bragg-Fayetteville Vincinity. 


1. Do your dependents live more than fiifty (50) miles away from Fort Bragg? 
_... Yes -.-_No. If no, give approximate mileage (one way) to your home. 


2. Do your dependents live away from Fort Bragg-Fayetteville Area because 
adequate quarters cannot be found on or off post? _.___Yes - _-__No. 

3. If adequate quarters were made available on post or in the vicinity of Fort 
Bragg within reasonable rental rates, would you move your family to this 
vicinity? _... Yes ~.-.No. (If no, state reason) 


Exureit 2 


Testimony by John H. Arrington, Chief, Family Housing Division, 
Office of Assistant Secretary of Defense, P. and I., Wednesday, May 
9, 1956, before the Committee on Banking and Currency, House of 
Representatives : 

* * * That greatest care is being taken to avoid overbuilding. 


* * * To prevent harmful economic impact on local communities which have 
made available private rental housing. 


Congressman Albert Rains, Alabama, asked: 


The DD is not planning on building under title VII program any military 
housing where there is an adequate supply of private housing in the area to 
house military personnel. 


Mr. ARRINGTON. NO, sir. 


Testimony before House Committee on Armed Services, Tuesday, 
May 15, 1956, Under Secretary of Army Finucane: 


We have a great responsibility not to overbuild. We want to avoid that more 
than anything else. 


General Barney, Director of Installations: 


We are keenly anxious not to overbuild. 
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Mr. Becker. Mr. Chairman, I would just like to ask one question. 

The Cuatrrman. Yes, Mr. Becker. 

Mr. Becker. The gentleman is a realtor ? 

Mr. Barrett. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Brecker. The rent that you just mentioned of $90 a month, of 
course, is rather high rent for military personnel. Is that based on a 
fair valuation for income on a property 

Mr. Barrerr. Sir, the rent that I mentioned was $75 a month, on 
a two-bedroom brick house. 

Mr. Brecker. I am talking about the rents that the Army personnel 
are going to be expected to pay. Is that based on a fair rental, a fair 
return on investment for the property, or is it excessive ? 

Mr. Barrerr. $90 per month for a 5-room, nice, clean, 2-bedroom 
house—that is worth from $11,000 to $13,000—is the going rate. 

Mr. Brecker. I didn’t ask that. I asked is that a fair return on 
investment property ? 

Mr. Barrett. No, sir. 

Mr. Becker. Or is it excessive ? 

Mr. Barretr. No, sir. 

Mr. Becker. It is nota fair return. 

Mr. Barrerr. It is probably within the confines of fair. The old 
rule of thumb you know has been 

Mr. Becker. I think you should answer the question, Is is excessive 
or is it fair? 

Mr. Barrerr. It is fair. 

Mr. Becker. That is all. 

The Cuatrman. Thank you very much. Who is the next witness, 
Mr. Lennon ? 

Mr. Lennon. Mr. Thompson, I think, wants to make a statement. 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Thompson. 

Mr. Tuomrson. My name is Paul Thompson. TI am a realtor, a 
member of the firm of Thompson, McLean in Fayetteville. 

I have but one thing to say to this committee and that is that Cape- 
hart housing is gradually strangling the economic situation in 
Fayetteville. 

do not handle rentals, so I am not directly affected. But I am 
indirectly affected because the economy of Fayetteville has been hit 
and hit hard by Capehart housing. 

We started with Wherry, we started out with 1,000 units. We 
ended up with 2,000 units. 

We started out with Capehart with 1,500. They come back and 
request 1,060. 

The reason that there isn’t more rental in Fayetteville is because 
people are scared to death to try to invest a dollar in real estate, in 
the rental picture, in Fayetteville, with the threat of Capehart. 

The Cratrman. Now, it was stated to the committee what you 
started out with. You started out with a very fine community of 
about ten or eleven thousand people until 1917 and in view of the fact 
that the Government spent one hundred or two hundred million 
dollars there and had a personnel running anywhere from 40,000 
down to 27,000, you have now a population of about forty-five or 
fifty thousand people. 

Mr. Tuompson. Agreed, sir. 
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The Crairman. That is a good thing to bear in mind, too. 

Mr. Tuompson. Yes, sir. 

The Cuarrman. Thank you very much. 

Mr. Tuompson. Thank you, sir. 

The Cuamman. Now members of the committee 

Mr. Saartr. There is one more witness. 

The Cuarrman. All right. 

Mr. Goopwry. Mr. Chairman, I am David L. Goodwin. I am also 
a realtor and also a general contractor. I would like to point out one 
thing that we have had in this impressive list of figures that have been 
presented. One was that of the present 1,500 units, 1,085 had been 
completed, which leaves 415. 

Also the fact that in the quarters that are condemned there are 
now living only 250 families. 

I also would like to point out the fact that the question was brought 
up that there are 6,968 that are living offpost in the community. 

I would like to know, sir, if you would be so kind to ask General 
Sink the number of families that are livi ing offpost that are not eligi- 
ble for Government quarters. I think that figure would possibly 
hit 

The Cuatrman. I think he stated there are some six or seven thou- 
sand people living offpost in the community of Fayetteville, is that 
correct, General? I was surprised that such a large number was 
living off the military reservation. 

Colonel Bass. There are presently, sir, 8,968. 

The Caarrman. Come up here. We can’t hear you. 

Mr. Goopwin. Colonel Bass—— 

The Cuarrman. Let there be order. 

Mr. Goopwry. Would you be so kind as to give us the number of 
families that are qualified for Government quarters that are in that 
figure ¢ 

Colonel Bass. I haven’t the breakdown on that at the moment, sir. 
But there are at the present time in the Fayetteville area military 
families liv ing offpost, 6,968. 

The Cuatrman. That is right. 

Mr. Brooks. How many are eligible for Government housing ? 

Colonel Bass. Sir, I would have to give you an estimate on that, 
but it would be about 75 percent. 

Mr. Goopwin. You mean, sir, that in this 6,000 families you are not 
including your E-4’s ¢ 

Colonel Bass. Y es, sir. 

Mr. Goopwin. They are included in this. 

The CHarman. Thank you. Go ahead, Mr. Witness. You have 
any further statement you want to make? 

Mr. Goopwin. No, sir. Thank you. 

The CuarrMan. Thank you very much. I have one request to make. 
In view of the statement that was made by our distinguished col- 
league from North Caroline, Mr. Lennon, that the Army witnesses 
were flown up, I trust that the general will try to carry all these wit- 
nesses that appeared in opposition to these 367 units back. Try to 
carry them all back there together. I do think this community should 
have a more cooperative w orking and handling of the local situation 
down there. This friction between the military personnel and the 
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civilian personnel should be abated as rapidly as possible, because you 
must all bear in mind that the defense of the Nation comes ahead of 
everything. 

Now members of the committee, I submit for your consideration an 
amendment. Mr. Kelleher, read this amendment. 

Mr. Ketiener. Yes, sir. I have it here. 

On page 9 between lines 12 and 13, insert the following: “Fort 
Bragg, N. C., 367 units.” 

The Cuarrman. All in favor of that hold up your hand. 

(Show of hands.) 

Mr. Ketiener. 17, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarmman. All opposed hold up your hand. 

Mr. Ketiener. Two, Mr. Chairman. 

The Cuarrman. On this motion, the ayes are 17 and the nays are 
2. I am authorized to offer it as a committee amendment on the floor 
of the House. 

Now members of the committee, I want to make this statement. 
Now bear with me just a minute. 

I want to thank all the people from Fayetteville, Mr. Bryant and 
his office, for coming up here and giving us the testimony. 

Thank you very much, General, and your staff that came along. 
All of you are excused if you care to leave the committee room. 

Now members of the committee, one of the principal reasons for 
our meeting this morning is to report and reach a final decision on 
the clean military construction bill, H. R. 13015. 

Bear in mind this information. As this bill was introduced, it au- 
thorized $1,684,361,000, not including the deficiency authorizations 
for prior years. The bill as we have it before us today authorizes 
$1,658,491,000, or a decrease of $25,870,000. 

Of course, we have now added the Reserve components as title VI 
of the bill. This totals almost $40 million and the net result of the 
whole bill with the Reserve component in there is to increase it by 
about $15 million. 

During the consideration of the bill, some 115 amendments were 
made to it. There are 2,800 different items in this bill. Actually 
there were a great many more internal amendments than 115 but there 
were 115 which could be seen on the face of the bill when the com- 
mittee concluded its hearings. 

The committee added a number of items which had not been re- 
quested by the departments. Briefly stated, these are as follows: 

Fort Huachuca, Ariz.: $5,500,000 to complete a technical build- 
ing. 

Naval Shipyard, Charleston, S. C.: $10 million for a drydock. 

Naval Shipyard, Charleston, S. C.: $10,300,000 for classified 
facilities. 

Naval Air Station, San Diego, Calif.: $7 million for a new mar- 
ginal wharf and dredging in San Diego Harbor. 

Naval Auxiliary Air Station, Kingsville, Tex.: 2 barracks for a 
cost: of $1,041,000. 

Naval Shipyard, Long Beach, Calif.: $5,500,000 for protective 
works. This sum, of course, is to be used only after the Secretary of 
the Navy is satisfied that all action has been taken to prevent further 
subsidence. 
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School of Aviation Medicine, Brooks Air Force Base, Tex.: $12 
million for 7 laboratories and necessary utilities. 

Barksdale Air Force Base, La.: $925,000 for 400 barracks spaces. 

The committee also raised the existing authority for Point Aux 
Pins, Ala.-Miss., by $17 million to a new total of $44 million. This 
is made necessary by section 110 of the bill which would require the 
transfer of the San Jacinto Ordnance Depot to the Point Aux Pins 
site. This $17 million, being an amendment to prior law, does not 
appear in the totals. 

So that is the sum and substance of the construction bill for fiscal 
year 1959. 

Now members, there are few corrective amendments to be made 
to the bill, which will be taken care of in due course. 

Now, report these corrective amendments. 

Mr. Keiiener. Yes, sir. 

On page 2, line 22, strike “$1,795,000” and insert “$795,000.” That 
is a mere ty pographical error. 

On page 4, following line 11, add the additional matter “Facilities 
and hospital facilities, $3,505,000.” The printer left out a line. 

On page 18, line 25, strike the word “to.’ 

On page 19, following line 3, insert “Title II.’ 

On page 53, strike all of line 14 since this repeats line 5. 

The Cuarrman. Is that all of the amendments? 

Mr. Ketieuer. Yes; that is all. 

The Cuatirman. Without objection, these amendments are agreed 
to and become committee amendments, and by authority of the com- 
mittee I will so announce it on the floor of the House directly. 

Now, Mr. Wilson. 

Mr. Wuson. Mr. Chairman, I have a problem concerning Cape- 
harts in San Diego. The Navy has a serious housing problem there. 
The commandant has been pleading for 1,000 units of C apehart. 

The Department of Navy 2 years ago and last year submitted a 
request for them. The Department of Defense has approved them. 
And yet, somehow, they were not asked for this spring when the Navy 
came up for request. 

Now since that time the commandant has pointed out that they are 
going to have to close out an additional 1,000 units of Navy-owned 
housing that they have. We now presently have 1,600 Navy families 
on the waiting list for housing in San Diego. 

The chamber of commerce is supporting the request for 1,000 units 
of Capehart. I would like to have the committee approve it. 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Kelleher, have you looked into this matter ? 

Mr. Keviener. Yes, sir. It is exactly as Mr. Wilson states. 

The Cuamman. What is your recommendation ? 

Mr. Ketiruer. That it be approved. The 1,000 units will take the 
place of another 1,000 that will be destroyed. 

Mr. Wirson. We have the Navy housing officer here, who can tes- 
tify, if you care to have him. 

The Cuamman. I think the statement you made and Mr. Kelleher 
made is sufficient testimony. 

Without objection, it will be offered by Mr. Wilson as a committee 
amendment. 

Mr. Arenns. Mr. Chairman—— 
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The Cuairman. Any other committee amendments, Mr. Kelleher ? 

Mr. Ketteuer. No, sir; that is all. 

The Cuamman. Now, members of the committee, that finishes the 
bill 

Mr. Arens. Mr. Chairman, could I make a statement ? 

The CHatrMan. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Arenps. Inasmuch as you brought up some question about sec- 
tion 110 in the bill, I would just like to ask the counsel if he would 
please clarify for me, inasmuch as unfortunately I could not be in 
attendance at all times, what the original language in the bill was, and 
what the so-called permissive language in the bill was, and now as I 
read the mandatory language in it. 

I think that should be brought up, because I anticipate there will 
be some discussion of it on the floor. I think the committee should 
be fully aware of exactly what the situation is. 

Mr. Ketiener. Mr. Arends, in the original bill there was no lan- 
guage whatsoever relating to San Jacinto. When Assistant Secre- 
tary Higgins of the Army appeared he proposed some permissive 
language, because at that time the committee had under considera- 
tion some mandatory language very similar to that which now appears 
in the bill. 

His language, which I will read if von wish—— 

Mr. Arenps. Yes. 

Mr. Keitener (continuing). Would be merely permissive, as I 
said. It would have been a section 110 reading as follows: 





The Secretary of the Army, with the approval of the Secretary of Defense, is 
authorized to enter into a contract or contracts for the relocation and for the 
exchange or sale of the San J'acinto Ordnance Depot, Tex., and convey by quit- 
claim deed all right, title, and interest of the United States in and to said 
depot, upon such terms and conditions as the Secretary determines to be in 
the public interest. If such authority is exercised by the Secretary of the Army, 
it shall be subject to the following : 

(a) The United States may retain possession of the depot or any part thereof 
only until such time as substitute facilities if required are substantially com- 
pleted and available for use. 

(b) The depot shall be moved to and integrated with the ammunition out- 
loading terminal previously authorized for construction at Pointe Aux Pines, Ala. 

(c) The sale or exchange of the San Jacinto depot property shall be offered by 
the Chief of Engineers, United States Army, on behalf of and under the super- 
vision of the Secretary of the Army. 

(dad) A contract for the sale or exchange of San Jacinto depot shall be consum- 
mated as expeditiously as possible thereafter and on such terms as are deter- 
mined by the Secretary of the Army to be in the public interest of the United 
States: Provided, That if the property is to be conveyed under any terms by 
which the purchase price is not paid in full simultaneously with the signing 
of the contract, title shall remain in the United States until full payment is 
made, but there shall be no penalty or charges made for deferred payment. 

(e) Any proceeds from the sale or exchange shall be available to the Secre- 
tary of the Army to administer the provisions of this section and to pay any and 
all expenses, including land acquisition, in connection with the relocation and 
for the exchange or sale of the San Jacinto depot and the establishment of a 
fully integrated depot at Pointe Aux Pines, Ala., with the balance if any depos- 
ited unto the Treasury of the United States as miscellaneous receipts 


(f) There are hereby authorized to be appropriated to the Depart- 
ment of the Army such sums as may be necessary for the purpose of 
carrying out the provisions of this section and a monetary limitation 
imposed by section 502 hereof shall not be inclusive of any funds re- 
quired for or in connection with the San Jacinto Depot relocation. 
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Notwithstanding any other provision of this or any other act, the 
authority contained in the act of July 27, 1954 (68 Stat. 536), for the 
acquisition of land and initiation of construction for the Pointe-Aux- 
Pines facility shall continue in effect until June 30, 1960, unless specif- 
ically superseded, modified, or repealed. 

Mr. Arenps. May I ask, Mr. Kelleher, then, in view of this language 
which is permissive, we have now taken out by the language in the 
present bill this permissiveness and it is included as a complete 

Mr. Kexiener. It is fully mandatory. 

Mr. Arenps. It is fully mandatory, and we take away from the Army 
the right, as to its usefulness or not ? 

Mr. Ketiener. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Brooxs. Will the gentleman yield ? 

Mr. Arenps. I am through. 

Mr. Brooks. May I ask the counsel in his opinion, is it mandatory ? 

Mr. Ketiener. It is mandatory. 

The Cuarrman, All in favor 

Mr. Bates. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. Cunntneuam. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask a question. 

(Chorus of “Vote !”) 

The Cuatrman. Mr. Cunningham. 

Mr. Cunninenam. Mr. Kelleher, on page 18 of the bill before us, 
lines 7, 8, and 9, as I interpret that, on any property sold where the full 
purchase price is not paid but is deferred until a later date, it will be 
without any interest ? 

Mr. Kewtiener. That is correct. And I may say that is rather un- 
usual, 

When the Stockton Depot was sold a few years ago, after this com- 
mittee approved it, there was an interest charge for the unpaid 
balance. 

Mr. Cunnincuam. Isn’t it rather unusual to make a mandatory 
provision that the Government will sell property without interest on 
deferred payments? 

The Cuarrman. Well, all those will be offered. 

Mr. Cunnirncuam. Oh, there will be an amendment offered on the 
floor? It will be offered as an amendment? : 

The Cuamman. Well, as far as I am concerned, you can put it in 
as a committee amendment. 

Mr. Cunninenam. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment to the 
effect that any unpaid payments on property sold under this provision 
shall bear the regular interest rate. 

The Cuamman. Without objection, we approve a committee amend- 
ment to write the word “interest” in there. 

Mr. Cunnincuam. It takes more than “interest” in there. 

Mr. Ketiener. I will fix it. 

Mr. CunnincHam. All right. 

Mr. Bares. Mr. Chairman, I refer to paragraph 2 on page 17, 
which would preclude the utilization of this by any other Depart- 
ment of Defense or any Government agency. 

The Cuatrman. That is right. 

Mr. Bares. I just wonder if the committee is wise to do a thing 


like that. 
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The CuatrmMan. Well, I would suggest 

Mr. Bares. This is the first time I think we have ever done such 
a thing. 

The Crarrman. It probably is. But let’s debate this on the floor 
of the House. Let’s debate it right flat and fully on the floor of the 
House. 

Mr. Bares. I just wonder if there is a reason. 

The Cuarrman. This precludes the Agriculture Department or any 
other department from having—it is to bring about two purposes. 
One is on account of the hazard so that is necessary to be moved. 
The other is on account of the value of the land. It is too high-priced 
land and should be offered to be sold for commercial purposes. 

That is the two reasons, of the whole thing being there. 

Mr. Arenps. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. Bares. It might be rather embarrassing, you know, if some- 
body comes to you and asks for the reason. I think we ought to be 
entitled to the reasons. 

Mr. Arenps. Mr. Chairman, I want to say on the basis of a little 
history, too—we want to approve this bill. 

The Cuamman. The people in Houston are very anxious to have 
it sold. 

Mr. Bares. Anxious. All right. 

The Cuarrman. The people in Houston. 

All in favor of this bill, when your name is called, vote “aye,” and 
all opposed, vote “no,” with these committee amendments, and we 
are voting on the construction bill for 1959, H. R. 13015. 

Call the roll. 

Mr. Arenps. Mr. Chairman, before you call the roll—— 

( Aside. ) 

The Cuatrman. Of course. 

Mr. Gupser. In other words, an “aye” vote on this bill 

The Cuarmman. An “aye” vote is getting this bill on the floor of 
the House. 

Mr. Gupser (continuing). Does not imply acceptance of all the 
amendments ? 

The Cuairman. Well, you should go along as much as you can. 

Mr. Gusser. Oh, by all means. [Laughter. ] 

Even though you can’t go all the way. 

The CuarrMan. That is right. Sometimes you can’t go all the way. 
But do the best you can. 

Go ahead and call the roll. 

(Roll call.) 

Mr. Smarr. Mr. Chairman, there are 31 “yeas” and no “nays” on 
this vote. 

The Cuatrrman. A quorum present, the bill is unanlmously reported 
to the House. 

Now, wait 1 minute. 

Members of the committee, I hope to be able to get this bill up 
after the 4th day of July, I would say around about the 6th or the 
7th. Weare writing the report. 

I want to say this: In view of the fact that Mrs. St. George and 
Mr. Gavin were here, as well as the other members, I hope both of 
them will take an active part on the debate of this bill. It is a very 
important bill. 
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Mr. Arenps. Mr. Chairman, I have asked Mr. Gavin and Mrs. 
St. George to take care of the bill on the floor of the House, with 
our support. 

The Cuarmman. Then I will ask Mrs. St. George and Mr. Gavin 
to appear before the Rules Committee when I make an application 
for a rule. 

Now, there is nothing like recognizing the back row and the 
front row at the same time. 

(Whereupon, the committee proceeded to other business.) 

(The statement concerning telephones referred to previously in 
the hearing follows:) 


1. In December 1951, the Department of the Army issued a policy which had 
as its subject “Control and Justification of Telephone Systems at Installations.” 
This policy stated that telephone systems at Army installations would be 
Government-owned only as required by military necessity based on the following 
factors: 

(a) Need for security. 

(b) Need for flexibility of facilities in maneuvers. 

(c) Necessity for on-the-job training of military personnel. 
(d@) Absence of adequate commercial facilities. 

2. Subsequently, a Department of Defense directive, dated October 9, 1952, 
established a policy with regard to ownership and operation of commercial and 
industrial-type facilities. The directive provides that it is the policy of the 
Department of Defense that the used of Government-owned and operated com- 
mercial-type facilities will not be authorized unless certain conditions prevail. 
These conditions are— 

(a) Absence of private facilities. 

(b) Necessity for meeting a military demand at all times. 

(c) Need for trained personnel. 

(d) Security. 

(e) Product or service cannot be obtained from private sources at a rea- 
sonable price. 

3. On September 30, 1955, a Department of Defense instruction was issued 
which referred to the aforementioned policy and required each military depart- 
ment to analyze Government-owned telephone systems and submit determina- 
tions to the Assistant Secretary of Defense (S. and L.). The purpose of this 
analysis was to determine, within the framework of the policy, those telephone 
systems which should be retained as Government-owned and those which should 
be disposed of. 

4. Asa result of this analysis, the Department of the Army determined that 34 
Government-owned telephone systems should be recommended for sale. Since 
this survey was made, 7 of the 34 have been withdrawn from the recommended 
sale list to be retained under Government ownership. The reason these 7 were 
withdrawn is because of a changed condition at each of the 7 locations. 

5. In applying these policies the most essential element which determines a 
need for an installation to be Government-owned is responsiveness and readi- 
ness for emergencies. It is not as a rule practicable or economical for a tele- 
phone company to maintain personnel in immediate readiness to repair damage 
which may occur on a military post. Furthermore, maneuvers and other training 
requirements dictate, at many military installations, that the communications 
system be immediately responsive to the appropriate commander. The degree 
of control of a local communications system needs to be as complete and effective 
by the commander as is his control of the troop units under his command. 

6. There are military installations, however, where the conditions requiring 
military ownership do not prevail. In these cases, disposition of the facilities 
would be in accordance with the established policy. When such facilities are 
disposed of, certain advantages accrue to the Government. The Government 
is relieved of responsibility for supply support, installation and maintenance 
with some reduction in required manpower support. 

7. Regardless of whether the telephone system is Government-owned or a 
leased service, the Government furnishes the buildings required for the service. 
The cost of building is not a factor in determining cost to the Government be- 
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cause the Government leases only what goes in the building and associated 
service. The Government does not lease a telephone system and furnish the 
telephone companies free space. The telephone service which the Government 
pays for is based on regulatory rates which in turn are based upon free space 
furnished by the customer. 

8. Regardless of whether the telephone system is Government-owned or a 
leased service, the Government furnishes the telephone operators. This is not 
peculiar to the Government, however, as all customers leasing private telephone 
service on a system basis, be it a hotel or business, furnish the telephone 
operators. 
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